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PREFACE.

No apology I deem 15 necessary for this edition of the
NyEyasarn with the very valuable commentary of Visudeo
of haishmir which 15 among the earliest of the numerous
commentaries on the book  In prepanng this edition I have
cellated the following MSS all from the Bhandarkar Onental
Recearch Institute —

1 % Mo 39T of 1875-76 which contuns the commentry
herem panted

2 a1 No 8oo of 1887 1891

3 9 No bgof 1873 1874

Bestdes these [ have occasionally consulted Ms No 7 €
ol 1833 1887 which contams the teat interposed with the
commentary  called Nayahalamdin of Mahadevashraina
The already printed editions of the text on by Mr V P
Vaidya and the other by the Inte Dr Sates Chandra Vedva
bhushara winch proved of great wse to me are marked
and 9 respectinely

ToDr § K Behalkar Supenntendent M Department of
the aforesaid Institute I am indebted for his hundnes 1n
lending me these Mss 1o desire ta express a more qenerat
debt to Prof k1 Abhyankar M A of the Gujarnh College
foradsice and enticism My best thanhs are duc to Dr \ G
Sard~at 1 WS of the Onental Bool Sipplytng Agen v for
having undertahen the publication of this edition
TERCLSsON COLLEGE } C. R DLV \DHSIL

9 July 1922



INTRODUCTION.

The My&vastra 15 a brief compendium of #he Myaya m
three chapters  While generally agrcemg with Gantama and
his school his wark shows considerable fraces of Jam ane
Ruddhist wflnence  Thus mn his trentment of the subjeet
he sets aside the old division of stxteen categories Which the
Buddhst rejected and confines humself to the 1Pics of the
nieans of vahid knowledge although many of the logical and
dualctical categonies of Gautama are enumerited and ey
plawmed m conpunction with the question of infefence  More
stuihng 15 Bhasarvana s rejection of compansen 4s 1 sepa
Tate means of proof und he 15 at preat pams to Mswer any
hpestnn withe graved ol s dsexgence, (o t4e Sutrakira
If the Sutmhdra etumerates companson sideby wide with
perception wfcrence and verbal testimony 1t do® Not mean
conterids Bhasarsajna that the Satrakdra tecdfMiseq com
PO &5 af idependent means of provd 4000 ob g ghe
case of example and the fallacies which are septiately deaty
with though already included m the Pramands ang 1,
Nigrahasthanas respectively 50 m the present Wstance ¢
have 10 read a decper motive of the Sutrakara The foly .
ers of Buddha doubt ti e validity of word as 3 mgans iy
on  the ground that verhgl testimony 13 mere} of proot

fory of the knowledg that 1 dernsed through, ycmmb‘m

nference and so ke Memory 15 nop mlalli;bl P ption and

D mamiann 4 that verbal testimang gppis

tion wad wference ful  or n the ﬁrsfp ;ﬁ “n:re percep-

concetve of an opject which cantiot be pace 5 kaed to

ception and mference angd ]n establisped by per
secondly such an objegt cap 1oy or



INTRODUCTION.

The My&vastra 15 a brief compendium of #he Myaya m
three chapters  While generally agrcemg with Gantama and
his school his wark shows considerable fraces of Jam ane
Ruddhist wflnence  Thus mn his trentment of the subjeet
he sets aside the old division of stxteen categories Which the
Buddhst rejected and confines humself to the 1Pics of the
nieans of vahid knowledge although many of the logical and
dualctical categonies of Gautama are enumerited and ey
plawmed m conpunction with the question of infefence  More
stuihng 15 Bhasarvana s rejection of compansen 4s 1 sepa
Tate means of proof und he 15 at preat pams to Mswer any
hpestnn withe graved ol s dsexgence, (o t4e Sutrakira
If the Sutmhdra etumerates companson sideby wide with
perception wfcrence and verbal testimony 1t do® Not mean
conterids Bhasarsajna that the Satrakdra tecdfMiseq com
PO &5 af idependent means of provd 4000 ob g ghe
case of example and the fallacies which are septiately deaty
with though already included m the Pramands ang 1,
Nigrahasthanas respectively 50 m the present Wstance ¢
have 10 read a decper motive of the Sutrakara The foly .
ers of Buddha doubt ti e validity of word as 3 mgans iy
on  the ground that verhgl testimony 13 mere} of proot

fory of the knowledg that 1 dernsed through, ycmmb‘m

nference and so ke Memory 15 nop mlalli;bl P ption and

D mamiann 4 that verbal testimang gppis

tion wad wference ful  or n the ﬁrsfp ;ﬁ “n:re percep-

concetve of an opject which cantiot be pace 5 kaed to

ception and mference angd ]n establisped by per
secondly such an objegt cap 1oy or



HYAYASARA 3

One more point of micerest an the work 18 1ts refutation of
the athessm of the Buddiets who abandon the Vedantic
conception of the Absolute or the shhbha 1dea of spirit and
accept only the fleeting senes of mental impressions as a quast
reality  The <o 15 established by our autlor by mferince.
1t 15 the substrate af effccts like cognition pain and pleasure
this cubstrate the sense eannot be for m that case wewillnot
feel pleasntc or pan when the sense-organ becomes multilated
but this 15 ontrarv to experience  Nor again ¢an the body
be regarded as the substrate for the body ever changes so
that what we experienced as young men will not be remember
ed by us asold men but we know that impressions endure
though the senses faslus though the hody fads us  Sundarly
of the doctnne of the Buddhas of a ficeting series of mental
states 2 previous mental state 15 different from 2 succeed
g one <o that the experience we had 1m the previoyss tate
camnot endure in the succeeding one  but this is contrasen
od by our experience  If 1t be saud that spite of the difference
between the two states 1t 13 possible to retain impressions of
the onen the other relateday they are to each other a, cause
and effect we answer that thts cannot be for even though
we admit the possitality of the quahties of the cause enduring
1 the effect such a presumption 1s barred 1n the case of the
Buddhas since therr theorv 15 that an effct ances whep
the cause 1. completely destroyed  And hence by elmma

ton we haye to accept the existence of the soul

The Soul 15 of two hinds the absolute which 15 ope all
powerful eternal not subject to the Imitations of our trans
stent exstence Maheshwar the all wise  and the ndipidual
sounl  Further our author states that through the grace of
this omni cient creator the worshipper obtams, as a reward of
s devotton Telease m the form of eternal pleasurable cong



4 INTRODUCTION

cwousness To Bhivarvajna the Vawheshila 1dea of 2 state
of releace without happmess like that of a stone or the
Vedantic one that each who scems 2 separate whole should
fuse all the skaurts of self agam and remege i the absolute
was * faith ag vague as all unsweet

From these premuses, tt 15 mferred that our author must
have flounsshed at @ time when Jain and Buddhist influence
was strong and accordingly Dr Satis Chandra Vidyabhusana
places him 1n the early years of the roth century He has
pomnted out that one ot tne earliest commentary on e worh
—the NyZyabhusnn 1s quoted by the Buddhist sage Ratna
larty, preceptor of Ratnabirs Santi who lived about ¢83
AD and he 1s placed after Dharmakirt1 the Buddhist logt
aan {630 A D) whose controversy about the fallacy of non
erroneous  contradition (ARRaMaR) seems to have been
referred to in the Ny&yasd8ra He shows a marked Shava
influence  and so 1t 15 further premused of him that he
was a native of Kashmir where Shaivabelief was always
strong

Visudeo, the commentator was the son of Surya and a
natnve of Kishmur  Nothing 1s known about tus personality
The verve and the strong controsertial animuos that he displays
1n the commentary pownts toa period when Buddnst and Jain
logic exaited the fiveliest interest, and this 15 rendered more
plausible if we can place hum immediately after the aunthor,
and we have evidence to doso  In the colophon to his work
e refers to the Ny&yabhfisana and says that the present
commentary 1s designed for those who are unable to follow
the bigger commentary, the Ny&yabhusana, and i the body
of the commentary, while evplaining the Nigrahasthina
Pratynah&m he says that this Nigrahasthfina also includes
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other mnor variettes such as Pratynavisheshahim winch are

explamed by hun 1n his NyZza-Bhoshana  If, therefore, we

Man believe hum to be the author of the Nyaya-Bhushana

wirom which Jayasumhasunt freely quotes, we shall have to

ace him 11 the middle of the tenth century s ¢ immediate-

y after Bhisarvajna, 1f we accept the early years of the
1oth eepjury as hi> probable date

C R DEVADHAR
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PREFACE.

I scarcely thought when last year the text and commentary
were published, that the text required any notes or that 1
should write them But from expenence m the class room,
1 felt hiow difficult 1t s for students to grasp the subject
sien though the author presumes to teach the bare elements
of Nyiya, yet lus manner of treatment 15 so conase, e
Teasomng so corapressed, and s style at times so enyphi,
elliptical and dilemmatic that for even more than an average
student, help of scme hind or other 15 a real need  This book
1 mtended to meet tins demand [t grew out of my notes for
class-lectures,and I have draw n upon varoussonrcesof mforma~
tion on the subject 1n their preparation Prominent among
these arc  the Nyiya Sutra of Gautama with the scholmm
of Vatsyiyona, A(hales Tashasamgraha, Keshavamishra's

_ Tarhabhasha, J 'S v on the Nyayasira

* publshed by Vidyabhagana, Sapta prdistin edited by the
faite Dr Ghate, Keths Indian loge and atomusm as  also
hi, Karma-mimamsa, and $imkhya, and the book on mediz-
\al logte by the late Dr Satichandra VadyabhoShama, 1
cannot express how greatly 1 am indebted to these different
authorities

But above all, to my Guru, Mahimahopadbyayas Vasu-
deva Shastn Abhyankar, T owe o debt whichat would be
extremely ungrateful not to acknowledge. To hum 1 owe



Hi

the cxplanation of many tuchmeal subtlehies T i
cult pownts which unaided acre formudable indeud  In fact
all the ment that the book mav haveis doe to lum

Lastly, I must thanh Mr N N holhan a stedent of mine
{or gotng through the proafs and r N & Sardesar, . W &
S for hus readiness to undertahe th publicttion of this work

Fercussoy COLLEGF
sth Mareh, 1923 € R DFVADHAR

i
PRI

R .




NOTES ON THE NYAYASARA

Tirst Parichheda

(V' B all references to Pagination &c vefer to the edition of
1922 of Nyayasara by the same author )

saRregR, Lto

From the carly Bhashyakaras to the later compilers of the
(Syncretist School we have clear evidences of the very defi
mitcly relgious tinge of the votaris who professed one or the
other of the systems of Nyaya and Vusheshika  According to
Raja § Lhara—the followers of the Vawheshiht are smmt
Har m their religious aspect to those of Nyay--with the only
‘idxf(crence that the ndherents of the Nyaya are cafled Shavas
and those of the Vawsheshika are called Pashupatas He
lso deseribes the ascetic practices of those sectanans which

Ecqualc them to the ordinary votanes of Siva

The antiquity of this connection 1s tttested to by the tra
dttion w? ich 15 prese~ved by Prasl 1 tapa a that 1t ws Siv..
w the shape of an owl sho rev*)"1 tc hara 1 th Vaishe
st 1 sysemr A coring to P{Whistapada gam  he crea
tor 1s Maheshwar 1 chowce n wh'lca wecalharlly fulteseca
deliburate prefannce for the view that the truc God s

11 Smmlady of Udyotihara wi have express  evidence
of the Nyayr Varlida that he wisa Pashepats  Thesm
m the Nyaya 1s shown to be recognuzed by Vatsydyana as
will Tt wall be found Iter that Bhasaravaynt Iys stress
on the neces ity of the recognized hinds of mentil concentra
1101 which it Tast will 1 1d the direct vision of Sna Ldyz
§m the ca. el exponent of the theism of the systems de
monstrates the God 45 Sva

The silence of han3da nd Gauntama on these pomts s m



‘art 1) NOTES 3

\pprehonsion  { oTgwA ) 1s  defimed as ( @AM
¥ME9T ) Al knowledge other than  rumembrance
vhile Remembrance 15 described as knowledge produced
from mental 1mpressions alone  Thus the difference between
Remembrance and Apprehension 1s that the cogmbons
recaved through  Remembrance are more or loss
Tepetrtrons of former o wherets  all

which are mewly acquired and mnot ropetiftons  of
former  ones are  Apprehensions proper  Further
‘these cogrutions may he either true or false 1 true cogmition
1 one m, which we have the knowledge of an object as pos
3essed of attributes which e an accord wath the seal nature of
the thing  while the case where we cognize  wm object as
Jpossessed of attmbutes which m reality 1t does not possess
r%nll be n false cogmitien  Thus on analysts we have —

u\,t g, cogmbion
it |
w  Tff Remembrmce agwd  Apprehension
d
W qaed saard Fant (w2l ang) saqd-
(= Avdg )
¢* Thus it wall be clear that wn Instrument of knowledge
T (7o) being associted with correct apprehenston we have
@to exclude all apprehensions that partake of the nature of
pellaty  Tence the word gem®, It will thos be found to
b evclude doubt and Ftror the two fundamenta) divistons of
w Troneons  apprehunsions { NUTIHT or ATH[ ) according
gfo our wther
e g /9g —Cogmition which 15 devend
& certitude v doubt Ty defimtion scems to have been
o taken from the Bhishya of Vatsyyana, and from the
gt Wostrations of the five linds of doubts which are given by
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otr author, we need mahe no doubt as to the source of the
portion 1 the Nyayasira bemng the same lummous scholum
gaFamad Ttwillbehighly instructive to compare Wi
thus,the onginal Sutra of Gantama Tt 15 —BmRWFEEICTEE
RTINS Ao G &0F (3 §
113 ) t¢ Doubt which 1s a confhcting ndgment abou!
the precise character of an object anses from the recognitior
of properiies common to many objects or of propert
Tot common to any of the objects from conflicting testimony
and from imegularity of perceptton and non percephion
ihere are two ways of mterpreting the Sutra, 1n the fine
view there are three hinds of Doubt those that owing K
teregulanity of perception and non perception anse from exthe
anobject possessing 1 genene qualty or an object possessie
a sprafic quality or from conflicting testimony On the secont
view however we get five hinds of doubt, for tht
(mmz’ﬁwr) wregularity of perception and non
perception which was recoghized as a cause of doubt comme
to the three vametcs 1s now  recopmzed s m atsclf am ©
dependent source of doubt thus we get five vaneties 1 2
The scholast & responsible for {his nterpretation  an
following fam our  author hag given ws fve hands ©
doubt
P 3 9N QAT —Cic Whenwe sce at 4 dstir
an imdeterminate object—wiich possesses qualitics genen
1 character we are presented with tno alternaties Who
we hnow possess those qualities 3 or tnstances pe ket
that the object at a distance 1 tall Tiys tallness 15 a qual
which xs shared ty a pole or a motionless ascetic  Thus 0!
judgment about the object wilf Ay betweon the two altd
2:;1‘;':;;:;{:\5 : »e have no assurance 1 fvour of el

?
SREURRET  etc Thus s mierpreted n t
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different ways uFFEHIG STAGE 1 ¢ SWIRG wH -
the doubt anses from an object possessing a speaific guality
Thussound 1s the spectfic quality of ether we cannat therefore
decide whether sound 15 eternal or non eternal because there
are no determimng facters to gwnde our judgment  Sound
15 found nowhere else—nesthier 1n things etemal or things
non-etermal—but only i ether If for mstance this quality
was shared by many objects there would hive becnt avadable
to ws some presumptive evidence favourmg erther of the
alternatives So that a specific quality gives nse to doubt
It should be remembered that 1n the present cisu the doubt
5 stated to be about the speafic quility itself But
Vatsytya a ind Keshwamishrigive wo herirstance m which
the doubt 1s abaut the thing postessing the specific attnbute
Thus we do not knew whether ¢arth 1s eternal or non cternal
naturally enough we try to sco whether the quahties that
Iulong to enrth are shared by objects eternal or non cternt
tt may be that some qualities are shared by thungs cternal
and some by things not -eternal - So that the conclusion we
arme qt s not decsne  We further Took to the  prafic
quality of earth nimely (393e ) Smell  now we fird here
a qultty which 5 nuther shivted by things ctemal o non
etenal  So that we are confirned mnthe doubt 1» to the
prease charcter of the earth  Fbus 1 specific gulity paves
i to doubt concerming itself or corcurmng the thin,  of
which 1t 15 an tteibute

The commentutor here his ngenwously dufunded  ihe
cypres 1on mEFYY U WAE9W means sgnvwwd why
not <ays an objector, put the word ST&IIIOH strarght
rather than resort to such ~ confusing and wmbiguous term ?
The answir 15 that the author hure followsng Gautama ss pur
posely 1mbiguous , for he wants {o mclude the cases of doubt
whete an objuct powsesses mny quilities or 2AFTE Thus



3 NYAYASARA [Part 1

for mstance we find that mind 15 active and mtangible  Now
generally actity 15 found with objects that are corporeal
whereas intangibility 15 mvanably found with meorporeal sub-
stances, but mind has both the qualities So that we are not
able to say positively that mund s esthercorporeal or it
corporeal

P 4~fsfey Ete  When two opmuons are held by
nival schools 1n regard to an abject 1t becomes very difficult
for one who does not belang to either of the schools to de
ade between the two altematives  Thus the Nyaya schoo
declates that the five senses are evolved out of the five €l¢
ments while according to the Samkhya school of phulosoph;
the senses are evolved not out of the elements but out of g3
Thus we cannot until we come to know the truth, declare w0
favour of either of the views Simitarly of the eternahty of
sound The Mimamsakas hold that <ound 1s eternal whereas
the Nayasihas refute them by powting out that such @
doctrine 15 untenable  So long therefore as a third party bas
not hnown the truth humself his judgment wall waser between
the two alternatives

39S etc  Jayasmha  explaws — guREATE
@ R AR g g |
and he quotes Bhushankira whose explanatiolt
s s 7 STWRAAT o5 eqpfiemngyerSaarin T
MR T3l aiTgseTagae e g 998
TreAg ¢ Exactly this view 15 exprossed by Vasudeo | It
plavsible that Jayasinha might be here quoting from the
Nysyabhushana of Vasudeo and the author of Nyays
bhushana fumscl borrowed from Vatsyayana of @ P
4 Wl GO | IR e Geea kv a5 ¢
the pownt fo be remembered 1n the present mstance 15 hat
the species of doubt mentioned previously ate also cauced b

I9%{% and SIFRT of apprel and non apprehensioy
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arm the stock example wma'rgvﬂm the doubt 15 caused
' the apprehenston of the genetic qualities “ outstretched-
s " “tallness” etc and the non apprehension of the de-
wtive qualities of either of the alternatives  What then 15
he difference 7 It 15 this that m the previous case the
loubt was caused by an external object possessing generic
attributes {or was #%eq ), The doubt was about the na-
tare of the object { or i ) while 1 the present mmstance the
doubt has 1ts origin 1n some rregulanty of perception 1n the
perser Jumself The abject the water as seen 1n mirege 15
Present t the doubter and as such the exterral object does
rot Taise & doubt offering varwous alternatives, it 1s
vouly when the doubter th nks for tumself that the mere ap
+ brehenston of o thing 1s no sufficient testumory for the exis.
¢ tence of & tinng but that the apprehension of the thing nught
jbe caused by some arregulanitv m perception that there
, 2nses m his mund the doubt as regards the ewstence of the
nternal object  Thus the doubt 1s FTFEX
Lvamples are the appreliension  of waterin a muage
and the non apprehiension of a spint or @ ghost  This form
of doubt 13 mentioned to defeat a rval view Thus the
Munamsakas hold that sound 1 eteraal or indestructible
because there 1s the recoguition “ this 15 that very word ’
Now how can we recoguize the word uattered at one time to
be the same as the word uttered at another time unless on
the assumption that the word once uttered remams ?  This
3q5{37 or apprehenstan of a word 1s therefore a proof of
the eternality of sound  The rotort of the {afyE 15 that
this a1 15 the source of doubt, smee from  mere Ivef
we cannot Ascertin anythmg  We have the 39SR%7 of
water 1n a mrage, but we hnow that 1t 1s merely dlnsson
Stmularly they deny the exwstence of God because there 1s the
WEYAEY or non-apprehension of God, but mere non-ap-
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prehension 1 no proof that there 1s no God We for instance,
have the non apprehensionof water in a radish or encumber,
but we canuot therefore come to the conclusion that there 15
no water there  but rather the reverse 1s true  Thus Sgefid
and &gT@lT have to be regarded as sources of doubt
AT etc Since conjecture (F7r) and ndeterminate
ness (4395340 Ypartake of the nature of incertitude they are
not separately reckoned by us but included under doubt
11 for mstence we see ot 3 distance an mdeterminate ob-
ject which we corclude must either be a man or pole that 15
doubt fweadsance to the stogeat which we decrde tentrtively
and without assurance m favour of its being a man con
jecturc 15 reached  Indeterminateness 1s exemphfed by the
uncertanty which one may have vegarding the precise spe-
cles of @ tree It 1s thercfore a modified and Limited form
of doubt
fiparemaar 79T etc Doubt shages falsity 1 virtue
of the fact that 1t s the lmowledge of the
object  but  enly in  an indetermmate manner
Error 15 abeolutely false 251t consists m the certamty of the
opposite of the truth the object presenting stself with sttn
butes which are repugnant to those which 1t posscsses reality
Doubt 1f the doubter decides in favour of the wrorg alter
matie beeomes error but that is only when certatnty though
m the wrong sense has replaced the former doubt
Accarding to Bharanvajna then MLV or false kow-
ledge or %M can be classified as — egar

. |
(AT 5 fold T2 uAmaTm) fﬂvﬁr(mdudes G )
GET A7 ete According to the commentator the latter
example 15 gien by Bhacarvajna s order to controvert the
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view of the opponents who regard TWFM as something
different from fay gy and sfyfa
Thus the divison proposed by smE@wig and found

essence 1n FUIF 15 qqar
9 2 . ES *
| Arg sFarg R

Prama s corrcet apprehension— P 6— mmug  dwmr
and the subsrate of this knowledgeis the knower
and the object of kncwiledge 15 Prameya

affRag—A serious divergence of view between the Nyaya
and Vasheshihr regarding the number of means of proof
They art R@&y ¥gAT IgAN and T eording to Nyava
~while the §875%s refuse to 1ccept the scparite vahdity  of
comparssen or word which they reduce to inference
Buddhas hkewsse do the same

Bhasarvaynas division of means of proof as also of the
Jamns and Sankhyas and Yoga 1s —981% (means cf proof)

!
ar9ier (Direct) g (Indirect)

a@ey  {Perception) &1gR 1 (Inference) w=g(word)

P 7 Argaqdel ete Perception 1s the mstrument of du
rect apprehension which 1s correct It 15 two fold the trn.
;eendental or Super normal nnd normal  Of these the normal
(erdif) perception s the wstrument of the hnowledge of
objects capable of bemng percerved s au- s eRIREwE
#1737 } through the peculiar contact of the organ of sense per

ptionand object and helped by the favourable circumstances
3( sagr hght (or the nght attitude of mmd or its want af
nattention) time and space and ment ( aHT Jete
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condibioned by the cavity of the car  [hes of the four
clements the earth water, light and wind, the correspondmg
products are the sense of smell of taste, of sight and ol
touch , while of the last element ether the sense of hearing
s not & product but rather a conditioned form  Thus
therefore the fourth mode of contact (&war¥ ) is sunple
mtimate union or wherence
P 8— w¥w garkgmy Btc s already remarked
mind was reduced to & quasi sense by IREHFT the process
of purception  for the mind mediates between the senses and
theelf, but further 1t also plays the prt of an nfernal sense
It has thus a donble function to perform (RS medates het-
ween the scnses and the self and 2) plays the part of an m-
“ernal sense having for 1ts object the worhng of the mmd
Teelings hke pun and pleasnre and all volitions and cog
uttons are regarded by the Naiyayikas 18 properties { 797 )
f the soul and these are perceied by contact of mnd and
wul  The mind and the soul are both of them %835 or
ubstances and hunee a direet contact of them 15 possible ,
sut the workings of the mind —thmking wilbng and fecing—
seing regatded as the properties of the Soul mhere it the
Soul by Samavdya hence m the cogminon of pleasure
wd pun and such—the mode of contact 15 BFTIHAH
P ro—gaary and #ME— The categories of herence
““d non eaistenice both ate held by Nyaya to be porcephitle
fle the 44 rostricts this power to non exisicnce and
swits that mherence 15 a matfer of nference  In erther
< the contact of predicato and subject 1sheld toapply on the
gw that 1nh and having 1o
fastence con be percerved only a5 attributes of some objects
vhich these are found
Thas <inth form of contact conssste of tna distnet hands
%ﬁhdmg to the divergence in the form of the propesition
Inattenty
f
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ie negation mag be epard A1 1w wt tinbute of that wiih
15 10 contact 1 1 TRHARTT YAPK of B pittenas bng quab
fid by that which s 1 contact a3 n iy A
Buat ths fortn of eantast 13 uwsyally called Ly the comtnned
name s asspite of dirergenc. in the form f
propo ttion employed  the resufting copattinn 18 of the san
natuge—is 1 ntacal T orther this mode of contict 1 11
evsence nit 4 form of contict s pointed out by the com
m ntatr 1t 13 by the mirest constesy that s 1s called 3
4§57 It nst AHaT for a #9715 ane anl revdes i the
(fz3) now faefaey s the fisst plece not on mid it
s ot fam D the fyaqn rais moon  object and m,
Frimt m wother  [ene 1t 1 not m cuinot be o BATY
or mgq  Turther we have to recogmze the duahty of this
form of cotart for nstanc w th proposstion ¥T% g7
qznT 4 isconc hved as o I of }AS which 15 1 contact
with the ese  thus in the hnowlddge of Sy tho relations
are employed FImmARINT 2y combined with th fuve
jorms of contict or threw in the case of AT Ll 1w
to the cognitton of 24¥ig or FARFTY
' 11 oI T A 1957 939 commentators 1L varioud
explanations of £ here  Before we proceed to consudes
them Lt us first constder 1 Samayas s It d fined as—
agaagd' @9 FRAY whilc an M €% 15 FAEATRA
ATV MAIARE TRAE It ¥Tafng) denotes thang
one of which 15 always depcndent on the other as a prece
of cloth onts threads or a quality on the substance tlere
arg five such pairs of 817l and 50 & Samayaga s MFAAT
fadt oo frpfes ot wwgTelt Prazssfidgdng aet
gaam The mumate Tetation between these pars 15
Samyvaya or Inhcrence or mtimate umon  This Samac &5
1s further regarded as one and By wd the RaETs
proved by *the argument that 4l positive products
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(WEFRs ) arc generated n thewr materal  cause by
gaa relron 1 Samniyaf produced will require another
samvayt and so on Ad mfinstum  Samavaya has therefore
to be regarded 1s unproduced nd hence R, the difference
between @yIn and AHAG 15 that the former 1s
while the latter 1s f97g and sccondly whereas conjunction
ovsts m things normally separate  Inherence 1s one and
consists of an eternal relation betneen things which cannot
et separttedy  There s 3 sertous drergence of view bt
ween the two schools of Nyait wmd Vansheshiha ngirding
the pereeption of Samway+ th Nuyavik s are of opimon
that it 15 ob~vernved Uy porcgptn winl tie vassheshikas
hold that 1t 15 not purceptibl on the gr und that a connec
fion s perceptibl only who the twe ¢ w ted things e
preeptible winle Samavaya often wvists botween  thimgs
ot of which mny be impereeptbk 1s 1 th cwe of sound
which atself 1s pereeptible but the sou ¢ of b ying with which
1t 1s m mtimate umon s not pere puble and banee on thar
tiew Samvdya is proved by mference only

What 15 possibly meant by FRT <cems therfore to be
this  that Sumavaya 1s puecptible m some cises only as m
the case of a jar and 1ts form or colour  Hire both the
colour nd the jar between which the relation of Samandya
Atsts are perceptible lcnee Samavaya abo i this case 1s
perecptible while in other cases <uch as th Sammvayn of
Sound nd ether it 15 mery 4 matter of forence The
other vicw 1» that  F79%T means that out of the five modes
of contict only three can be amploved 1n the pereeption of
“amuw i, this we perease SamayBya of colowr ( &3 )
m 2 p that o contaet wath the o {agw) or the
Swmaviyr of BRY i WY (m:emzzaa) or the Samniya
of geRT mm T (maa) The two rewunng modes
of contact “; T and  gRYA AT an not
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available to us smce e stself 15 the object of perception
P 12— s g things remcte by distance, byt
or by their very nature are however perceived by the yogin:
fhrough TRTTEER ( ascetic perception ) We cannot per
cenve a distant object or a thing of the past, or a thing hie
an atom which 15 i1 1ts very muure remote to us Accord
ng to Nyfya an atom 1» the minutest possible part of any
substance, an irreductble  munimum, and hence 1t - net
gross OF Eeaitiveny Perception  requires that object
percewved 15 gTOsS OF g thus we cannot percerve an  atom
The aseetics however enjoy  super netmal perception
gz awaenat Etc This Perception of ascetics 1stwofold
the first when the mind 1» concentrated (JFAEATT) and the
cecond when 1t 35 not so concentrated  The former 1» the
power of scers to percerse in an mtuttive vision the whole of
trath A contact of mind nd woul together with the ment
(ﬂﬁﬁi‘ﬂ'@ﬂﬁ:) which the ascetic has acquired 15 the exact
cause of thi> form of supernotmal  knowledge The <econd
and lower form of this supernormal Lnowledge differs very
nttle from ordmnary Perception 1t 1s by a contact of four
or three or two—that perception resultc a5 in the ordinary
cas¢ according to the character of the thing known Thus 1m
the perception by the sense organs of wmell  taste  vizon,
and touch four things—the object percenved the sense-organ,
the mtemal organ (mind} and the sonl have to be m contact
with each other  In the perception of sound by the car—
the contact of the three—¥ar mind and soulss a pre requs
site sinee sound uheres 11 Ear  While m the Pperception
of gualises ke pun and pleasure a contact of two emly
of mmd and sou! takes place since these qualities inhere 1m
the son! .
P 13— 333 Ltc The power ascrtbed to secrsof mton
tincly knowmg all things, according to Bhasarvajm 15 10
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be mcluded under the perception of the Yogis since both
are denived from high mernt (SFeuds) There 1s a diffor
ence of opinion between Nydya and Vashechula on ths
pomnt  Prashastap@da for mstance dnides 58y into four
Linds as under —

5"7{
s@g CRETCIC ST
but according to Nyiya 1§ 1s not diffesent from Diirscrer.

Pages 13 14 BRF95Y and faffacagy —

Perception further 1s twofold Determinate and Indcter
minate The former 1s the cause of the apprehension of an
object comprehending 1ts connection with name and ~uch
like nttnbutes while the latter giees the bare existence of
an object unconnected with  attmbutes  such as name
and form This twofold character of Perception has
to be recognised on the neceserty that the perception of
an object as possesscd of a certun character which di-tin
gunshes 1t from other objects 15 1 complex process <unce 1t
comprehends the cogttion of the object tself ang 1ts charc
ter gz cinmot be hnown as 92 before. 927 1tself 1s known
50 that at first there 1s the recogmition that an undefined
something exists, upon which later on when the determining
character of the thing 1s known determinate perception 1s
bult up WRFNF 15 1n fater NyTya defined as araamams-
Prdquiatrradarmng @eg, hnowledge which compreliends
the relation of the quahfied and the gualifications such as
name, cliss etc Thus at first when 2 thing comes within the
range of our sight weapprehend 1t as an und hng ,
then follows the recogmtion of ats attnibutes, and these

bined grve us d perception  Ifnd e
perception { fAfiEsysIen? ) 1s demed and only determmate
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perLLpLion (GRTT ) 5 aceepted such an assumption
would myolve an ad mfiitum regress, for we know that
determinate perception 15 nalysed mto the knowledge of the
tlung tsclt and the knowledge of 1ts attributes, the know
ludge of the thing itself and 1ts attnbutes 15 therefore 3
necessary preliminary €0 determinate perception  Tirst we
Lnow the 17787 15 unconnected with its agets then the
fimus themselves and then only by syathetizing  these
smpressions we have determinate perccption

1i howeves, the pirception of Wy object or any quality 18
at once a detenmmite knowledge then such a percephion
bewng determinate haowledge  (f¥7e7® ) will comprehend
the knowledge of the A&Tor and g The knowledge of 92
will be of the form 2= %2 Lhen the perception of g%
1teclf beng determunate it will comprehend the hrowledge
of wzx and ds AFNET or Firm 9T and in this way
there will be 9twqeqr  To aveid this dufficulty 1t 1s necossars
1o regard that fist we have the mdetermmate percephion
of an object and qually and then only by an act of
wmagnation there s the synthesis of these st one
combmed determinate perception  The later Nyaya mnssts
that the exsstence of this tndet runate perception 15 known
by inference whereas according to Bhasarzjna this mdeter-
minafe form 1 no Mere wnference  though not obsened it
can bu scen In any acqusition of knowledge The latest
development of tht view approaches the psychological con
ception of sensation s opposed t6 perception N

P 15 The percephion of the Yogis when the mnd 15
concentrated 1 alo mdetermunate perception  because 35
the commentator <ays 1n that ecstatic condstiop the pund
uw(y ;lr;c ;’ngm apprehends an object 1n the abstract { 4eAET

—_—_—
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5

g AraER—It 15 this stfdanm (invanabl
\’shxcl\ distinguishes 3R from 51; for both are wQay

Thus 1nvariable connection (REARIF) 15 described as the
natural accompamiment of the middle term (reason) by the
major term (conclusion) What 1s meant by &w@a ? The
commentator pomts out that this umversal accompaniment
must not be arbitrartly conceived but must be in the very
nature of things  Thus 1 the stock mstance of the nonersal
accompaniment of smoke by fire we know that there 15 causal
relation between smoke 4nd fire and hence there 15 a thorough
ly convinang reason for believing them as ever together
for the cause 1s bound to be there where the effect 15 But
on the other hand just the 1nverse of the =y1ff¥ will not come
true (viz 97 ¥ 4 @ A% &) There 1s no  doubt a
causal relation between fire and smoke but stdf we know that
whereas aneffect cannot be concerved without a cause a cause
can be concerved as without an effect Smoke cannot be with-
out fire but firem y g1ve nse to smoke or may not grve rise to
smohe 1ts effect To make this accomparument of fire and
smohe, 1 the latter mstance (4 IF a’lg AT YK} an
invanable one we have to seek certain condittons In the
present case if the fire1s an &= 7 then we have
reason to say that the =iy FT 7 9% {1 e RS )
A TAYA s correct Thus we find that this =0 15 correct
under certam conditions only or that 1t depends for its correct-

2
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ness ona certam condition or TRl techmeally cz\ﬂed; so that -
{lus SRAOIE 1@ ot & |HIATEYY but an Sefaodsyaay,
for a true =Y the G or MRARPIA rust be o pa-
tural one not one that 15 assumed for the time beng, nor
one that depends upon some conditione

P, 17 iff—How are we to make oursclves sure of thie
Feoreremerd ¢ What 15 a0 fact the means of arnving at and
the test of determumng this mvarabihity of concomstance ?
By the repeated observation of the association of fire and
smohe or 1 other words by the accumulatiop of numerots
nstances 1 which this association 1s found But all thie
will not suffice to vouch for the unuemality of the =i
Smee the generahzatton 15 based upon a mited number
of wstances the posstbility of 2 contradiction stll re
mamns Soit s pomted out that in order to hnow 3
=719, not oaly 15 1t Decessarv to observe the association of
smoke and fitc 1n numerous snstances but there must not
also be a single mstance . which  smoke 1 found
dissocrated from fire & and safrEERTRTE are therefore
the tna causes of the koowledge of &ify  This absence of
contradiction can be estabushed by the reducto ad absurdur

process  Thus if the zqmfit 27 g5 ¥, 87 a7 an’% 15 nol
true them 1ts contradictory, smoke 15 sometimes 1O
accompared by fire, must be true Then m those case:
whete smohe 15 found wathout fire 1t muyst hase for its caus
something clse  Hence fire 15 not the mianable anteceden
of smohe and 1t cannot thereforg be its cause  The condt
$10n we Arfive at that fire 15 not the cause of «moke 15 howet
contradieted by actual expenience  We hnow for certd
1bat fire 15 the cause of smaole and 5o our conclusion bex
absurd, the assumption from which 1t was dernved must at
b wrong and ltsconﬁadxctoryoumngmalwmus( be ngd
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What 1s 5gar ¢ There are different wviews According
to <ome 1t 1s <JIRIM according to others 1t 1s fszard, ac
cording to a third view 1t 1s quag Of thesc our author
seems to favour the Just view though he hasnot dehmitely
putat so This v’{m’ff 15 also called i%r"!wm’ﬁ or Q’d?m’é%q‘(}zm’
In an inferential judgment the mental process might be re
presented by the followmg three steps (1) The first 15 the
knowledge of smoke as associated with fire 1 the hitchen
room (2} The sccond 1s the perceptive knouledge of smoke on
the mountamn (3) The third 1s the complex and derved know
ledge of the same smoke as mvanably connected with fire

The propriety of these three steps will be clear when one
bears iz mnd that m all nfurences one rises from 3
particular instance to a general law  and  from
that general law agamn descends to a particular instance
Thus 1 the stock mstance of the inference of fire on
mountamn we observe hitchen fire and kitchen smohe s m
~variably associated So long then as we have not risen to the
general law of the mvanable connection of fire and smoke
and not any particular fire and any particular smoke we
shall not be able to proceed to anv mference Secondly sup
posing that we rise to this knowledge of 2 general law if we
do not percerve smoke on the mountain we shall not be able
to make any predication about the mountain We must therc
fore have the perceptive hnowledge of smoke on the moun
tam Thirdly supposing we hnow the general law or =71fiy and
percerve smoke on the mountun still so Jang as we de nat con
nect this general law with the particular mstance of smoke
we shall not arrive at any concluston  Hence m as
the knowledge of smoke on the mountan whichis af:xranur
or mvanably connected with fire 1s necessary Cf com-
mentator p 18 top as also Keshavarmishra—
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erar gaguEg S SR 91 o sareashaatl |
EnaEe Praidrs iR |
P 18 7z, ameaared 7-The pereaved and the generally per-
enved The former 15 the form of nference whete the middle
erm and conscluzion are not heterogeneous and the Iatter
srhate they are so and the result depends on an 1dea commen
10 the reason and conclusion The distinction 1s evidently bet
ween matters of mference that fall under the sphere of sense
perception and these which escape that test and thercfore
must rest on abstract g Thus n q8RY we
deduce the mature of an mmvisible thing (a matter of infer
ence which does not fall wathin the sphere of sense percep
tion) from a general law previously known such e g as the
1aw of causality or the &BRPIAYE Soul for mnstance 15 1n
visible and 15 proved to exist by the necessity that g% (cogm
tion) and other qualities must reside i a substance
according to the general law that every quality must have
a substratum
P 19 @riigaE and qUMERE—Wholly  unknown to
Gautama and hanada a distinction which 15 accepted
by the syncretist schonlp though not adopted by IgrER
and AEERMT @AM s wformal and represents
the mental process through which an individual passes
when he arnives at aninferential judgment When however a
conviction 15 sought to be produced i the mind of anofhey we
shall have to set out in words the premuses This qogiga@
15 based upon @INIIATT The premises which arc discerned
:fv ?::gu'::: :::I::ell:;rttzdb :Dm‘anotéxer throngh the medm
and therefore require to be stat, o oo of misconstyuel
ed with {ormal precision Thus
QU= has ponted out 1n hus SN
o, WIWGA § TAHENE  The fist 15 srqyey the
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second AMINAINT 1. €. =9[d or a syllogism 18 essential to a
JULigA but not to 2 WMTFAM If then YUIGAIT 15 THERAT
why should 1t not fall under @sguwm ¢ But (FRa Frilq-
TR ) we say that the words are indeed helpfuln m
parting knowledge 1n the present imstance, but they are the
cause of the judgment 1n 1nference only 1n a secondary sense
Words are the cause of comveysng to the hearers mmd
Yé;{m;r which leads to qFA It 15 m fact & process 1a-
duced by another’s words 1 the hearer’s mind, and 15 thus a
mental process (FAKAF) which 15 the real nferential ope-
1ation

qxad arFay 15 the five-membered syllogism  the five
members are respectively (r) proposion (11) reason
{u1) example (iv) application (V) conclusion

A proposition 15 the statemint of the subject with a desire
ta establish somcthing else ( @Y ) regarding it This de-
<1re may be for one s own sake or for the sahe of others, and
1t does not matter that we have the same knowledge from an-
ather source, so long as we have the desire to establish 1t by
wmference.

P 20 GMMAETEET ete [t 15 the statement of the reason
as capable of bang the mstrament ( of the conclusion wfer-
red) It 1s threefold —(1) Positne-negative () purely nega-
tive (1) purely positive

TTGIETT aroes T | Thoeeon GIHAR 1| The subject
1s one that has the major term asits attnbute The perva-
siom of the subject by the muddle term 1> quuad. [t will
thus be found that the defimtion of a q& as gnen by
Bhasarvajiia 1s rather defective 1n so far as it anticpates
the conclusion Lor instance, m the stock example a3 1s the
qar; according to this defimtion the subject qad 15 one that
has fire (3 thing as et to be proved) for its attinbute. I,
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therefote at the outset fire 15 recogiised as an attribute of
the subject where 15 the nceessity of proving its txistence
on the meountain by the process of inference ? The defim
tion given by later writers 1s therefore an :mprovement
TEITEPAATTE — a subject 1s ofie on which the existence
of the conclusion (major term) has to be proved #Rrqard-
RAT TTRT 9@ 1 [t1s something of which the pred:
cite to be inferrcd 1s doubtful Thus a mountain is a 99
bicwse 1t 15 & matter of doubt whether 1t has fire or not
In the east m which we know positincly that the mountam
has got fire but we wish to prove the same to another by
mews of & syllogism the mountan ceases to be aysy for
want of doubt To remove this objectionat 1s said that
even a desire to prove (fmrardar) even though there be no
doubt 15 sufficient to make a thing w&r

qirqAEA—mn the first place the reason must be present
1 the subjéct otherwise as in the nstance —g=3Isfeaay
gaw, %% the reason will be inconclusive  for the rcason
1239 15 not at all found 1n the subject TwRT secondly 1t
must b present inall that are included under the munor
term  otherwise as in gREAR=PTY #o0 T9IEA the reason
I 15 found onlyin part of the mnor term WHF while
1t 1z not met with 1 T §F and 19 s0 thatit 1s vord of
any conclusion simlatly 1w w2t et 8 FTFAM, the
reacon cinnot prove the predicate (frysry of ¢ the subject
(TF ) asitis found ouly n &N and not n gy Ths
reason 15 therefore WA

P 21 (ARt A B9 15 one which 15 possessed of
an attribute that1s homogeneous with the predicate @)eg
the hitchen (ReTa@) 15 such a g9%y becanse it possesscs
an attnbute (fire) which 1s simular to the fire {@1=r ) that1s
to be predicated of the mountain

[IPEA 16 the second TT of the ﬂﬁ?ﬁ’lfﬁfﬁh The
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Teason must be present erther i all sumilar examples (qR&fs)
or 1 some of them  In the stock example ali fiery things
Are A9gs  The reason (gqad) 15 not present m all goygs
but m part of them 1t 13 wanting 1 ST§ASE a red hot ball
of ron  But if 1t 1s found that the reson 15 present only 1n
the &y or the subject and not present i any of the @qefs or
the ssmilar evamples 1t becomes fallacious 3TvgTa (vord)
as zr\ﬁm TLFT the reason (WA} 15 present only m
earth(y] ) and not anywhere in sumlar instances (A9gs) hke
the ether the Atman the mind etc  The later defimition of 2
]I 15 fRRTAEIT QTR

H‘I"ﬂ?mgﬂwﬁ—ctc a dissinfar example (fqw) 15 a thing
that 1s possessed of ~ttributes that are heterog neous with
the predicate ¢ g the lake (§3) 1s possessed of attributes
which are differcnt from the attnbute (Mf¥®«3) that 1s pre
dicated of the mountain In no dissimular instance must the
rewson be found  otherwise s m Wedl FRT RARARY FNATL |
the reason ¥q%H 1s found 1 Aqes hhe 42 9 etc 1 ¢
CiE s thmgs and hence 1t 1s fallacious

NqGHA—~It 15 the presence of the reason in the sub
ject uf the proposition wiuch 1s not contradicted by ficts
thus m % STO HAFAM, 99T the reason FAFT 1S pre-~
sent m 8@ the subject of the proposition wifiy #igewr which
1s contradictcd by actual f1 ts (RAIT some onc of the means
of true knowledge, here Weqey)

T Bagpg—There are two conceptions 1n regard to the
nature of this condition the onu 15 expressed here by
Bhasarvynt and the othet 1s the conception of later Nyaya
which 15 pissingly referred to by Bh™sinyoa under  figen
St According to Bhasar yyna S@mE9e means that
the revsan ought not to_ fulfil the first three prerequsites
of a vahd Hetn (qawdd, qodus Rvgresygod) o it s
such that it can prove a conclusion as well as a  counter
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concluston  Thus mn the following @=d) e 'IE;{H‘I’WI’IW'
ATAM we find that TQaYAAC-AaTed 15 (%7 and that the
same reason can prove the 21Fe of Tvg 45 1t 1s possible fo
argue —TRAISAE THUIHNCTIAEAT 1 MRSk ter
ally means—not being counterbalanced by a mival reason as
i qed g whRIERIzawn, the reason MRIHTigaE has
a rval m BreEeRad which can predicate 8ifacned of @%
as 1 the proposition % &frer FAerdOiTaA, thus here
are t% 0 reasons FrATATRa and SRREIRURAA winch prove
mutually contradictory conclusions m regard to one and the
same subject  This 1s the later conception of geitysy which
15 however wide enough to embrace the earhier ane as areason
can be regarded as itself its own nival 1f 1t proves two mutn
ally contradictory canclusions af the same subject
P 22 a3fd | a9irFau3RiE 1 The reason 1sfurther two
fold as 1t 15 present in all simlar instances oronly 1m a sec
tion of them Thus #tde 15 a reason which pervades all
aAggs (which are all &fey things i the present mstnnm)
Now an objcctor pomnts out that this reason 1s not qTEg
<gTTE but méﬁ:ﬁﬁt for this reason 1s not present in 5/
md which 1s 2 I swce MR 15 not cternal  Before how
ever we proceed to meet this objection let us make clear the
conception of SR It 15 defined as qfF @rw wmwT
It 1s non exastence which has no begirming but which has
an end Thus the SFTAM of a jar would be that state of 3t
before clay was fashioned by the potterinto a jar  One does
not know how long the jar wasm this pre-pascent state In
fact 1t can be said of a particular object that it was m thus
state of non existence from the very beguming of the warld
1t was when the ebject Was created that this its antecedent
state of non-existence ceases to be  But what 15 meant b
saying that QETHATT ceases to be? Or that there 1s the SIS
of WTIT 2 Nothing sate that an object has come 1nto
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existence, for we cannot conceive of the non existence (81313)
of a non ewistence (SArHF)  So that the above objection
can be met with by pomting out that simnce 1t 1s hard to con-
cenve of the W of GATWIP, FIT can by no means be
the Y987 1 the present mstance  There 15 also another way
of meeting the objection for which vide cammentary page 22
AWAE G etc Here the whole phrase upto Ti&@m, 1s
the 8 Let us consder the propriety of the several words
1n the phrase If 1t were said that sound 1s non eternal be-
cause 1t 15 ZEAAET then the soul which 1s also 3R will
have to be regarded as non eternal which 1t 15 not  Thus
there 15 no umversal associotion of FEIWERT and STAET
Hence the qualfication i Soul 15 s=afdiyaang and thus
1t will be excluded  Yet the atoms wiich 2re FIRFRERTRRT
are hnown to be eternal which will if the concomitance of
TR amEey and siirERy were true become Ry So the
further qualification ®eggr&  Still accordng to theNvaya,
IR @ syReded A% axar WRMER a generalty s
NEATRAE@RIARr so that 1t will have to be regarded as
non eternal whereas a generality 1s eternal ~ To  exclude
R therefore 15 the further restriction i the FG~—aIAFIIH
@i For a generility (SM@) can never be the substrate of
another generality or that 1t can never be §EFFay 1If it
were so then there would be a multiplication of such genera-
littes ad infinitum one generality residng M a <econd
generality, thisina third andsoon  So toavoid such a regressus
ad infimtum the rule 15 grven that a generality can aever be
the substrote of anothergenerality We have thus a faultless
reason TEgIfE etc This 37 15 GUYERTEN because <ome
&Tfrer things hhe §@, 5@ —etc are not JWATA W -
wiRad@Ramy  For we hnow that they ore percened
by the contact of mind ond soul, and that it 1s 2n  1internal
crgan 'Mind’ and not any externil ore that perceves
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them Thus the gwven Zg 1> present ar 2 part of the A9gs
(%@ objects)

P 23 sreqaenfi#t Fa@ad) and faeeaigy —The conce
mitance between reason and conclusien can either be post
tive of regative and na norm 1 state 1t 1s possible to
establich both relazons Thu i where there 15 smohe
there 15 fire we hive positive concomtance to which there
15 the negative counterpart where there is 1o fire there 1sno
smoke  This twofold nature of concomitance 15 attnbuted
to reason 1nd thus we get thres vareties of reasen th £
regard to which we can state the concomitance 1 a posifive
as well as negotne form, that to which we can state the con
comitinice 1 the posttise form only and thet i which we can
state the concomitance in a negatne form only The first
hnd 15 already discussed  the five conditlons whach the ¥
YR 15 requred to fulfil are wath due (llustrations
{olly expalined Of these five condittons (TRETS) FIAHA
15 required to fulfil four the condition RTEZEMITRA 15 by
the very nature of the casc excluded for a5 a matter of
fact the conclusion in such & ¢ase ts co-entensive with all
ex1 tence and thus no R9:7 cin be found Thos in the stock
propo ten gSRIRT FAYAT we find that the Wy {cor
clusion) #1PA%a% hos an extension thet covers All existence
so that we carnot meet with a dissmilar case where such &
conclusion 15 found wanting  So that the test of a 39
@Fadr reason 15 that 1t 15 not possible to pomt to o AT

The or purely negainve reason sumdatly 2>
required to fulfil foar for in this case the condition GYHEA
canuot be umposed as i fact no R (sumular case) evists
In the stoch example Higzaxr angs A Lvng
orgamems have souls since they possess animal functions
there can be R negatite conomtance only smce the
T W SIEHANT 0F 07 IURAAT can be sllustrated
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by the case of o pot whereas the positive propost
tion AX T AURHE T 97 GRAGIY  cannot be illus-
treted since the conclusion (Wred%ed) has precwely the
same extension as the subject sfqd AT If however we say
s, §a7adt @ers FomEaer ot wall be possible to ad-
duce a probative example such as Sfiaq IFTATAT to 1llus~
trate the proposition ¥ FT AOMRAE AT ¥ @rewRd
since the subject has a less extension thon the (@r)
ecnclusion

FRARAT SANM—Thus the essence of a Ia@t=dt §g
coneists in the @rq bemng co-exwstent with all existmng
things  If however 1t be sayd that Fegfuuasa the |y
in the present case s not conterminous with the whole class
»f existing things since there are many things in the universe
vhich are unknown to us and which we cannot know (c g
TafiqrT) the answer 1s that the FEIEIET 1s not the one
Tetermined by our own hmited capacity , 1t 15 an object of
‘he ommscience of God

MATGFAAIREAE, etc vide the interpretation of the
commentator According to Nyaya theories pleasure, pawm,
nent dement etc are known directly through perception,
jome of them are perceptible to us such as pleasure and
»amn, some are perceptible to the Yogis such as EELD
1nd some other things though imperceptible to us or to the
Yogis arc perceptible to God So that there 1s not one thing 1n
the world which 15 not ®EAANAL The Mimamsakas how-
aver hald that pleasure, pawr, mertt, dement are not
perceptible but either inferable or taken on verbal authomty.
Thus m the present judgment all FERIATAL objects are
the @%er> which mclude g2, 9% and such, as also pleasure,
pain and such. The &g under consideration, however (dAi-
EEAAIALE) 15 present n some of the ¥qgs ¥d, §.@ and
such, swiile 1t 15 absent 1n 92, 9 etc, so that it 1s ({‘ﬁﬂ:‘iﬁﬁ[m
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Férgiet—the Fvmbitdt 8T can be stated in tno diffe]
ent ways with the usual ablatne endimg of the words
mdicating the feason or by appending F4MA to the word ”
expresstng the reason Thus we find two different ways of
stating a propositioh a5 under

SieoliT qrers TR |
And HawRY as

§3 Wa=EdR 7 P as WIrTRASE )
A ud 1s 2 contingency that 15 fatal to known facts i the
above propesition if a living 6Iganism 15 assumed to be with
out soul {fyu E) 1t will mvolve the further contingency
of the lining organism being without ammal functons
(MFmREAT) thus the assumptionof AT pants toa con
clusion sarnfEars which 1s contradicted by actual facts  fo?
we hnow that a living orgamsm cannot be a hving orgapss
if 1t 15 without Amimal funetions It wall be found that the
15 3 kind of a hypothetical reasonng 1n which the first simpl
process of reasoning 1s imphcit Thus expanded we have—

7 BT frr AR rETaTa—{g ) el o
THERT TWRTETL

TamE—

P 25 ggeyuuRar ete Virtually the same defimtion as »
gnen by the Bhashvekara  If anv one of the raquisite <OF
ditaors of a true Hetu 1s not complied with by the reaso®
urged 1n an ergument the reason 1s ¢rly 2pp rently a reast

Of the six kinds of fallacies—the first the futile or the ut
tesl (M) 15 the one when the prese1 e of the muddle ter®
wn the muaor term 1 doubtfcl th  second—the contsar®

( fagg ) 15 that where puddle term 15 prescnt 1n the mwn F
term and 10 2 oissimilar wetarce (9 1 e that which 1 nct
hemogene: t s with the major term)  th discrepant (uﬁ‘iﬂﬁm
-occurs Where t1e midale term 15 present 1 the iner ferm:
the sumilar mstance ond the d <imilar snstance the ved



Tan 2} NOTES 29

cesen (MAFMAE) 1s found only m the minor term  and 15
neapble of proving the conclusion  the contradicted (Frar
T4z the mustimed) 1s 4 reason which 1s present in 4 sub
ject that 15 contridicted bv means ~f ancther proof the
ountrbalanced ( maRoras Literallv equal to the question)is
the one that proves .. conclusionand o counter conclusin and
yet comphics with the first three ornditions of a vahd reason
We shall discuss exch of these fallacies aleng with its sub-
divt 1ons

P 26 wféredrer—The many sub vaneties of the unreal
resson which our wuthor s grnven con be reduced to twno
broad divi 1ons- the @EIAE ond the spTangE  Lor it wall
De found that the \meues——wﬁﬁvm’@z gz Ry
Rz wrmfag 8% aiR-

3

eI, G “1m1t l) resolve themselves
mtc the general charactenctic that the rea on 1y abeentin
the subject  Of th three principal divisi nsof this fallney m
later Nyay1—EIEIAL, SATIRAY, sqreg@ndg—our author
guves the first twe only rejecting the third which scem.
to have been regarded by Inm as equislent to the diserepant
(%9FPaw)  The three speaics of bater Nyaya rest 1p the
three factors involved m the reflection (Wmﬁ) which 1s the
prosimate ctuse of inferential judgment iz the subject the
rdation of th middle term to the subject and the relatien
of the middle term to the major term  If the subject 1tself
1 unreal the reason becemes meonclusne for want of a sub-
rect  Thisis STIAE or unnal as regirds the substratum
exemphifi dan the stock instance AT guY qEEEA
wtcre the shy letus 1s wholly smagmrary and hence unreal
ENfEE (the unreal l(s‘l!) i the raason which dees rot
ewst in the subject ard therfere eannot afford tle basis of
ony r asoung  Thus an the instance ®F® % AP
@|rywe find that IOIERT 15 not present in the subject,
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while 1t 15 cssentral that the rcason 1s apprchended as 2n at-
tribute of the subject The third verety (RN (wares
i regard to concomitancej occurs where cither concomt
tance dees not exist, or where the concomatance 1 condt
tonal (sfafyE) Thus n 923: &fEF WA we find that the
gy, T, 99, a9, wifier, does not present atsel{ to be m
\augble or inevitabl>, whie m G AN, AT G
=N, 37 97 rﬂ'g a7 gF e will be trae only if the fire
1= preduced trem wet fuel

According to our author the &R occurs where the pre
sence of the muddle term 1 the subject is coubtful (uh‘[ﬁ’d
qaql’%[ J1 e where the first copdition of a true hetu (ﬂﬁr‘?ﬁ)
15 violated  SAEFIRE unreal owing to presence M 7
dsfferent sub-tresum  for yeeg $dBE or 1s another readmg
gives us WIWT FASME, the veason 1s present m a substratum
that 1s altegether différent from the subject

YIATRT G SigTE—Here the reason has two party
the Tyligw  (@EAAE  ARY) and the Rrfer (FrgeeEm)
sound 15 HIAFRET but 13 not W2, hence the reason fad$
w respect of the Ew  The f33gm 15 the restneme
attnbute  and the BT 15 a word that s the
limited by & restuctne attnibute  the distinction rest 07
purely grammoateal cunceptions  In FIIRR Y FarFATEL
the relation of principle and subordinate (frgiay and AT
15 changed by a vanation in the syntay and case relation

P 27 9rfg-—The reason S5@I0ETA 15 not present 11
allland of sounds but only in s me of them  Dur sybpect
sound m general and not particular sounds, so that the

reason s partly real and partly unreal A true reason ofght
2o be present i the whola of the subject

AR =TT oF SFF or { matter 15 3 c0PCCP”
tion of the Samkhyz Philotophy, 1t has ng rea} existedc -
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SUIagEaTs —The subject compnises of three Fra 3% and
29T of thewe the first 15 upreo] se that the Hotw 1510 part un
real s7RARrenE— The distinctior between figsne and
GRTefE and AHTonSE nd SAAPRGIRE s this 10 the
former esxther the fymgw or the ST of the hetu 15 tetally
absent 1n the subject while 1 the Jatter they axc superflu
ous 1n FAFY G SAFTIIA we find that the Visheshans
FAT [ 15 sufficient for our purpose and that FIATRIYEA
the Visheshya has no purpost tc serve  Both the Visheshana
and Visheshyo are present ir the subject but there s un
necessary himitation cf the reascn Theee two varities <9
RYT8E <qdRFwnfg misht be regorded as cases of 1
qANMHT  Here we find that the superfluous (#99) Vishesham
or Visheshya docs not mahe the r asop fole and the or
gument will 1 spite of 1t be valld  Swal 7y i th  stoch
example w3dt q@qﬁa‘mqma although th Adjctine i@
superflucus 1t does not make the hetu actually folse  and
the argument will be correct 1 spite of the superflucus
adiectine  Hence the moderns regard this not 1s a Hetva
bhasa but only s 4 fault of lnnguage called s Thereion
why thns 1s regarded 2 EqTYEANEE 15 that the addstion |
1 qualification HFTT conveys by imphication that unquahific 1
¥F 15 not msanbly concomutant with af but  that 1 s
the himitation Fi@HF that makes concomitance  between
YA and ﬂlg mvarmbl - But such s not the cise  for we
Lnow that unqualified smobe and fire are mmanibhy
associated

¥t will be readddy scen that the defimtion of #y® (M7
fawygRY ) grven by our nuthor s not appheable to thew
o cases  Tor we hnow that spite of the superfluous

eshan a or Visheshya the ressen s Fﬂﬁ’rﬂ‘{qﬁ Inthe
position AW WA FAER G GARITATL though the

-
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Visheehyo S7ATAa@Na 15 superfluons jet the reason gaga
i SEIEpy 1s present i the subject IRE—for yR 1
% and YA,

ARMEE—Whers there 12 doubt about the n ture of the
resson  Thusif 2 man 1s Dot sure that he sees smoke on the
mountatn and pot yist then 1t will not be possible for him to
draw any correct mference from such a doubtful reason

o et and afRAGRE either the Visheshya
part of a reason or the Vishesham part of 1t presents a
doubt any way reflection (RSZyTwa) 15 impeded and hence
ny correct mferenc can be drawn ST MFRAATAT 15
- character of the reason which cannot e positively attributed
to Raptla, the iy Hence the reason 13 unreal

T udsfrgter ote —If these valetics of the wnreal are
asceptable to both the parties to 3 dispute ther these will be
eqlied  unreal for both the disputants ” o agam these are
Accepial} to any one of the dispttants they will be called

unreal to one of the disputants  Thus 1 the propesiion
wfagr w=y g both the Mimamsaka (the segfiaay)
and the Naryaytha accept that 912315 not AMIT and therefors
the reasen AELAARL 15 wiresl according to both  But in the
Propo ttion W=7 KA FOPAA, the reson TaF will not
be accepted as 2n attnbute of the subject 7 by the
Minamaahs while the “anaytha will mantan thoe gt

15 F8% so that th nason FaF@ will be unteal (eyfie)
to the Mim3ms1ka and real to a \axy3yhe It therclon
sl

F-The contrary 15 desenbed by our author as the mddie

term which 1s found i the subjeet and 4 dus symlar cagmple
(fAwy)  Dorther he divides it 1nto the two broad divisions
aRaed and MafErd 1 e when the reasenean wIR AT
and when 1t 152 33053487 For as alrcady oxpluned i
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a purely noirive reason ($T837/a¥4) the sccond coniditton
LR/IYITL) 15 o\ hypothest excluded since no WIEF exists,
the subject (787) and the predicate (@rd) having an equat
cxtension.”” The contrary reason 1s so called because 1t serves
to prove exactly the opposite of the conclusion 1t 15 adduced
to establish Thus in the argument ** Sourd 1s eternal, because
itis a product,” the reason that it 15 a product does not
prove that sound 1s eternal but just the opposite that it ts non-
cternal

qufqysaIgE— the hetu #1dat 15 present 1n the whole of
the quy (viz Te%) and also n the whole of the fmer (se.
aifizg objects).

RNFR ST ST A SETRnEai TR,

The hetu 15 qgeqes  since all sounds are @Ar=ET (1 ca
generality such as f53& resides in them) and are perceptible
to our senses. But it 1s present in port of the fqer because
we hnow that all 21feT objects are not T A WHII(Z-
IERTRE since the qualities of the sou! §G, 3@, I cte
are perceptible to our mternal sense and not to our eaternal
senses .

P 29. SZEFHR 15 2 hetu which s present wn a part
ol the subject @7 sinee some sounds (such as the soughmng
of wind through the branches of trees) are not the preduct of
any body's effort. Stmitarly all 13T objects (the fIy21) are not
Sy fa® but only scme,  The 37& 1< to be undenstood as
the cffort of an ammate bemng, as otherwise PREAE being
the antccedent of all, the hetu will be Sx3fyTerayms.

SyETTR. :—The hetu FTFS 1s found in a part
of the quy (lﬁh’fﬂ) since there are the atoms of earth which are
unproduced, and as such are not FA% It 1s present in the
whele of the iz e, %R objects since all non-etemal
things are known to be products.

3
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TRRAGENTE  cte  WAAR hnowability 1s present 1m all
spunds {77} and also present in the whole of the fog 1 ¢
everything that is not an STEATEIYIT.

WErasEAn, ~This netu 1s present in some sounds and
not m other, thus 1t 19 ARt , sodarly 1t 15 present
m some of the 9> 23 m 47, gZand not present 1n others,
as %, TS SRR, AT et and thusat 15&!:{13@(@%

AEEEHTAIT~This betu 15 present 1n the whole of the sob-
ject €RE since 21l sounds ate sensible to the ear, whileat 1s
present 1n 2 part of the fuey ke 42, 92 etc and not present
n part of 1t hike g8, g Tete Thusttis eLr

FqETYEE s a hetn which 15 present in the whole of the
fing, for oz w2 ARAT ete all these objects that compnse the
g are not YA but GUTTE  Of the <ubject qRY we
Jnow some spunds to be §2AS and others not 50 For 2
4718 a word which ends with a nominal er verbal affix
Qbviously the sound of a drun, cannot elamm to be yavers

P 30 A% FEC R ete  Of the erght careties menticned
there are four m which the hetu s g8FRa  Now o 1
hetn 19 TEEETEE 1t becomes BT end m fact we have
yechgmeed this character «f a hetu under ¥mRe  How s
3t then that these are also regarded as vinetses of g and
enumerited under it ?

TR IMLAIAT ete This however 1s no objectron far since
the hetu has the character of both sifag and fg ths
hetn ight be mentioned under both  Thus a balance when
1t serves as an wnstrument ta weigh becomes a mypn wiile
when one tests its corectness the same balance becormes 2
S ot e s b e it e e et
names , some
Afierent vames afty ard freg 40 Mkt be calod by tro

Gng [—The diccrepant the muddle term 3 ot
in the-sabject, 1 the example aod 1 the mnnler-eaa;‘;lff it
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therefore violates the second condition (RTggeag®:)  Thus
in Wit RQIRRAT the hetu « the possession of hatns * does
not prove a particular animal to be a cow, smnee we know
that a bufialo also has homs. Hence the vonclusian, ** this
is & cow, " ccases to have any certamnly and rumains an obyect
of doubt. This however 15 not fgg or the contradictory,
since in it the conclusion that 1s dernved through the reason
is directly opposed to the desired conclusion (#1eg) as m qsg:

s FAETA, where the reason FIF series ¢a be the basis of
the conclusion that sound is not eternal, which conclusion 35
in direct opposition to the | that sound 1s eternal ~ But
i a discrepant hetu, many conclusions are pessible and ms
one particular concluston can be nentioned as mevitable and
invanble ; thus from the hetu fg¥i for bass we can infrr
several things, that the animal before us s eather a ¢ow, or a
baifalo, or an antilepe and s0 on, we rannot sav definitely
that it is a cow and no ather,

The fundamentum divisors 1s the some & employed on
the duvisions of the %%, with this dufference that here 15 a
combination of threes and not of twos as in the former

P. 31 W{nﬁrﬂ"r cte The reason SE 1> present only in
part of the gy (gA) since the atoms of garth are not
perceptible ; simierly 3t s present n part of Rqey since
somz like 42 92 are perceptible while others the FUTEs are
imperceptible ; (according to Ny3ya the gI¥Ts are nan.
cternal but impercephible to our senses) ; and 1t 15 present 1in
part of guem ((.c. Py tluegs), since it 1s met with 1a a
generahty whil it 1> not found in ether (ST

SAR-~This hetu is not found A whichasa rart of
the &z7; for mind 1 atomic, hence & It 15 ake munz
TargRa—since of the Nrivyas, some hke the earth, arc b4l
while others like &, &rET are 878{« while Wﬂ 18
present in the whole of the Ryg 1. €. the ¥XTgs or g
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SARRCRTIIL ¢ ¢ the remawung six categores I, ¥, W,
T TEny and spart

wRtITTt e arr—-This mvelses the explanation of some
of the Nyaya dottnines  According to Nymya there are
twenty four qualities which are enumerated 1 the follow-
ing versus n‘emona!cs —

. emgmE T T W
e qRi [aRs ad TH
aarpr e wE e |
TS ga gEh gl TE g )
FITH EIREEH AT AT LT TM

Of these the speerfic qualities (REMIs ) ate —
gzqﬁmém('. g AR 5T |
SEPTEAAT SRl JATE I )

Now rt1s belived by the followers of Nyaya that the qual
ties of the <oul (gzmi?{w%q) are momentary in character {t ¢
PR ) similarly sound 18 &rfir (Prerviaerdr) as soon
\» sound 1> profuced it dies and 1» replaced by another
So that the spvETIRTs are present an the sol and the
cther (%1Fra) and nowhere clse  Hence the hetu exfrefag
ATRAT 1> TePITAIes and TR

aeTafiTaIt 1s described as a reason that 15 found ie be
present only in the mmor terrh ad Nowhere else and further
11 meapable of proving the required conclusion (gregrema®)
This distingishes it from the purely negatne reason @ae=ift
1) for a purely negatie reason 15 also present only i the
wunor term 1nd nowhete ehe but unlihe a void reason
{193 RE) 1t 1s perfectly valid and proves 2 required ton
clupon  “ost waiters on Myaya have rejected the voud as
sepwrate faliacy and have classed 1t wnder affmifae  In
thesyneretist school, Tor instance, the e fazm s of three
Jndst the too general reason (@I the too restmsted
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reason (MAMGNIY) and the non-exclusinve reason (WgTHIIA)-
‘0f” these the first 1s trcated by Bhasarvajiia  under

proper, while the latter two are put by lum under
s,

A7 wiftey wrm—Here the subject 15 50 extensive as to
admut netther of examples or comnter-examples In fact all
things are included in the subject, and nothing 15 left out
side the sphere of the Pak<ha that can be denomunated
-<either a> Sapahsha or Vipahshn  Hrace the noture of
fortads the possibility of the second (G &) and the thurd
7(ﬁv5rz E‘Tﬁ!% ) of the conditions bemg comphed with

mar{-—Obvxou\Iy this reason 15 premnt an part of the
subject ‘all” since we hnow thit many thungs m the warld
are not products
FrarEegigy —ete Here the reason * being a spuu-
fic quality of ether " 15 found only m the subjuct * sound
and nerther i a Sapahsha (things non-eterual) nor in «. Vipak-
sha (things eternal) This 15 the too rustncted reacon (8#-
grw). It offends aganst the second condition (987 [g)
since 1t occurs nowhere outade the subject stsclf  Here ats
absence from counter-examples (RINTEIIRC) s rrtanly a
favourable circumstance, but its abeence from . Sapaksha
invalidates the conclusion which therefore remauns a matter
of doubt.

P. 32 fRmEm e always zsqnite Hence the reason 1s too-
restncted Secondly, 1t does not oceur m all the Dmv; as but
in some and so 1t 15 wmaﬁ The Dravyas arc tmraqm
m‘rmm{m%ﬁrm \ T | Of these @91 (ether), 1%,

» &fE: (souls ) are 837 and are incorporea), so that fimy-
]9 carmot reside 1n them

@t %R...mw—l[er\. the 81 15 [{4@; the Vapa-
ksha therefore would be s1fAwy things—but they are induded
an the subject Lt Erﬁ and therefore the reason does not admut
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of any counter-erample (Vipaloha), the reason ITHRAR
ocours only n the subject o 1% and s thus the too res-
tocted reson

qEqTI—Thts  agamn 15 the too restricted  reason
san € 1t 15 found omly mn the subject ¥ &7, further 1€ 15
ot co-eatensive with the Pahsha but g w5 smce some
1 roducts like the quaitties of the soul, pleasure pan eic,
which are produced 1 the soul, beng of an  abstract and
incorporeal nature, cannot have parts (91377s)

Fr—~As the ¢ vor has well pomted
out {supra page 25} this 15 2 reason which 13 mentioned when
the proper time of mentiomng 1t has passed away {Fro¥T
wigw aftq @R I ) for 1t 15 mopportune to adduce a
reason tu prosc @ conclusion the negation of which 15 ascer-
tuncd by another and presumably a stronger evsdence The
qir@ of the subject 1 contradicted by micans of another
praof which definitely proves the negation of the consequence
win h b reasoft 19 1atended to establish  Thus 1n SHER™T:
FAEARM we know through perceptian that fice 1s I and
Lierce since there 15 no doubt 98 to whether fire 33 @7 or
wygar {1 loses the charcter of a Paksha

MGHAATE TR, etc An atom is mnperceptible
to us 2t> exsstence iowerver & proved by the necessity that
1 the dovston of iny sub tince there must be 1 eertain
ot ey ond wlich there can be no dvision m parts  All
substances thus will be reduced by division to ther mfine
testmal parts (qEATY ) Hat1s s2d that such a divisien can
be contintied 44 anfimtum au that case we will hate to
equite mount Meru with 1 mustard seed  for the parts of the
mountan Are infinite and 0 arc the parts of a mustard seed ,
the, tremfor are equil winch i absurd Hence n the
dinion of v thing into parts we will hiie to stop some
where —and that 15 he Atom hom  the tery argument
which proses the extstence of 1 atom ako wmsols es the proof
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of 1ts eternality , for 1f 1t be regarded as transitary it
would mein that st came into exystence without a matenat
cause which > absurd , and hence as the commentater ponts
ont 1t 15 not a product {AEINFRETIIAR, sgerfar)  Here
therefore the snference which proyves the existence of an atom
also proves its eternahity Hence when one says SURME:
sty that 15 a self contradiction since the very fact of ones
having accepted an atom as an exsting thing mvolves also
the acceptance of its efemality

P 33—3t1 far—Here smce wine 15 a dnnk 2t 15 certamly
&, Hence by 4T we have to understand Ry I goar
tarar SQEETA,

aF & etc  Moonlight for mstance 1» &g but fire or
the heat of the sun ts T and hence the concluston SYIRIY
15 contradicted 1n part of the subject by perception

P 34—Praprm 72987 efc According to Nyiya &%
15 a quality of QR oY IT and Frg €T and & of Liecid
oy, A 7@ of iy and WY, and WAy of gk only It
15 believed by the Naivinikss that these qualities are even
1w the atoms of cirth TFF or qEgms and  benoe &7
frr Sumlarly the quahty gx m  the atom of &% 1s
ey and so Y@@ This 15 proved by infercnce for
which vids commentary Hence of the subject framiar &1
ETwEEl  some are hnown to be fr@  through mfer
ence so that @ in regard to these 15 contradicted by
wferenice The propriety of the several qualificrtions of the
teason 1S potsted out by the commentator Thus mere
me'v{!aa' does not ensure that the quahty s cternal, for
@t 1s a quality residig 10 an atom and 15 yet non eternal
hence eTRRIRT which excludes &3nt which s only Sk!rifﬂ
and not sygx  Yet BE1s a qualty which resides 1n afoms
and i» pervasse m charicter but it 1s non-eternal; 0 ex
clude this the further qualification TR &, Tua
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tity\ does mot preduce th that 15 homeg
nth atself for when two atoms which are imperceptible to
the sense come together they form a m@s  The duahty 1
the 10 atoms prod 1ces AT in the WIF  Duahty thes
does.not produce a quality which 15 homogeneous with ateell
In thg wistance QFFT all these qualittes are found It 35 Fier
1t 15 ST of WAL wd at prod ices oneness which 1
homogeneons with rtself

FTE —uE TR SHRTEARAATEr | Here the reason
fulfils the firyt three conditions of a vahd Hetu for sound
15 THEIGETGAT as m fact 1t 15 the Pak ha 211 ;e things
are the Sapiksha and the hetu 1s similarly present i them
while a Vipahsha (all fr@ thangs) s obyiously not TRUTH

But n the same way 1t can be shown that the

same Teason can frove Frad of sound thus et =% Q@
WePTTATRYL, and can be shown to be frEY n this
Intter argument also

FregrEaiyarll  the contrarv but non discrepant pecurs
where 1 one and the same subject can be shuwn the
presence of two how ogencous and mutually contrad ctory
teasons  In fI@ mex Sar and ufrd owe T1EER,
the rea,ons are not homogeneous (FFEYw) since oA s
discrepant and F75@ 1> (7T Hence this s pot o case of
Ppgr=ry Secondly the reasons must be contrary e
proving mutvally opposite eonclusions  (AheRwim  wFR
SngaRyr aeynt firdt fres = Eggmpufival 8 frgreafisrd)
This dea of a FIETEARTN 15 shghtly different from the Jates
Satpratspaksha 1 which a reason 1s counterbalanced by
another opposed to it which 15 of equal weight but which
need not necessanly b homogeneous or

9y cte  But this like e‘mﬁﬂ 33 2 fallacy
thet depend. upon the peeuliar character of the peron

addressed )
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- In the example given, ether 1s shown to be both «cternal
and pon etem-d, obviously 1t cannot be both, so that one of
the two reasons given must be wrong, 1f however 1t 15 not
possible for « person to detect the fault in erther of the argu-
ments, and af n his eye both arguments seem to be correc,
then smee one and the same ether cannot be eternal, ang non

cternal what he can say 1s that the arguments are fallacious as
the reasons are counterbalanced This will be an instance
of REgrAAan to such a person, but to cthers the fist of
these two arguments will be a comect argument while
the second (wffrmmrgma) will be sIgmERTETRIAITRE as
the mference that proves the existence of 1 ther also proves
its  eternality

I —This 15 the third constituent of 2 syllogism, 1t
consists of the statement of concomutance and a suntlar
mstance

P, 360g g1t 1s further twofold accordmg as one
states a positive concomitance or a negative one

An example before the tume of the Buddhist logictan Ing-
niga served as a mere farmhar case which was ated to help
the understinding of the hstener, s m T3t a'fszn'r’i YR
HTATH -

Dignaga however converted 1t mto 3 unisersal proposition,
expressing the unnersal concomitance of the mddle term
and the major term  Both Digniga and Dharmakirts have
treated the fallactes of the example, the latter giving rune
vaneties of the fallactes of the homogeneous example,
-and as many of the heterogeneows example  Our avthor has
closely followed Dharmakirti i this respect

WrfFE —Void of conclusion, for an atem 1> eternal;
[FREG——void of reason, since an Action 1s not corporead
lfd) FHgREe—~vod of reason and conclusion, snee
ether » neither corporeal nor non eternal .
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P 3y—smraiss voud of substrate s ¢ unreal et
wyaR—where an examplets ated without first stating the
Vyapts asm srfied A et wea thus can be very well
regarded as a Prager, the deficent (EF)
rg—the nule Already pomted out 1s that the reason shoutd
be first stated and then the conclusion {3qTTRT
STYETr ST 9t in &) This 55 4 fault of statement @
wheress those previous to this are faults iherent fn the

things themse! Similarly of the heterog éxample
we have fallavtes Ithe AT ATAATA S ¢ non-eredosne
of the reason  no h of the 2 and 5> ol

A\ counter--xample ought to be excluste both of the reasot
ad con tusion asm the stoch example | T Wf%m 7 Wi
@ @ e, @fy 7 9@ 7 g3 The counter-example §T 15
neither posagssed of smohe nor of fire
P 38-f9 %-~etc 1 the conc of the negation
of reason and conclusion the rule 15 that negatien of eon
cluston showld be stated first as 1t becomes Vyapya (of fess
extent) and the negation of the reason newt as 1t becomes
Yyapahs THRIFISAY G FNE GNATIE )
ote Tight more ranetes of the fallacws of
cxample are given by somg four ansing from doubt a5
regards the presence of the reason or conclusion or both 18
the éxample or 28 regard the real character of the example
m the homog neous and fo 5 arsing from donbt as regard>
the ekclysion of reason or conclusion or both from the example

or 75 regards the real character of the example 1n the hete”
rogeneous

v
qAE=Ths 15 the RN for we do not koo
for cettan whether this particular prince will be unie

sfos'erugn “as 1t 35 not possible for us to foresec events of (48
uire
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ITAF—~Application ts the establishment by means of com-
parsor with the example of the presence in the subject
of the reason whnch s known to be mvarably concemitant
(with the conclusion) 1n the example

From this 1t wall be clear that the mental operaton corres-
ponding to Paramarsha s denoted by Upamaya, form
qqT ATg——-we compare the subject and the exvmple and
declare that the subject 1s SFIETRRE

P. 40 & 39 —Tlns application 1s twafold the affirmative
and the negative, a division which corresponds with  the
disision of the exwmple as h and h 5!

the 2t 1> the bltst of the pre
posttlon contamng + statement of the resson  The word
REGFA, 1= to be undenstood as HFHHITEGT for in BT, wUT
the word HENA, refers to the Hetu and 1s cqual to qere
areEraR AR (

a %’q‘t{ ctc  The author consider~ objections to the
last premuse (Migamana) It will be seen that both Upn-
naga 2nd Nigamana are the repetition of the hetu and the
Pratyiia for the Upanaya s no other than a partieular apph
cation of the hetu while the concluston (Mgamana) 15 the
same as Pratyiii  Hence the Mimimsakas recognized three
members Pratyiia, Hetu, Udaharana winle another school re
cognized Hetn Udsharam and Upamayr  The  VedSnlins
hihewise recogmze three presmses only but they an not parl
calar gs to whether the first three or the last three should be
taken The generxl opmon outstde NyTvt and Vamhesha
taclites  towznds the acceptance of the threemembered
83 Nogrsm

etc  As thu commentitor finely ponts out
sumce the process of inference 1 complete with the state-
ment of the reason and the uminersal concomitanee, the
Testatement of the conclusion 15 wath a view to <how the
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absence of a counter-conclusion 1 the subject. (f =i
SR Fraand. gR e, )

P 41 Ta ey ete  Ascertainment xs the derronstration
of a thests by an exarmnation of both sides Our author
has very mgenously prevsed into Ius service this Gautama
.lphnnsm In his view therefore the Upanaya, @4t =T Al

W% scts forth a reason that 1s favourable t6 the
thesxs (TSR ) while the Nigamana weqw HFer iRT
sets farth the reasen for the non acceptance of the cuunter—
thesis (3181 g ) The ﬁrst therefore 15 HTAFIA
the second SMFFHANITIEN

YT etc  \We have thus <hown that a Nigamanz
scrves the purpose of 1 counter argument, and thus 1s a n¢
cessary part of the syllogism Those, however, who eject
Nigamana as 1 part of syllogism, and yet adduce a counter
argument for the demonstration of a thesis are open to re-
proof by their opponents The occasion for reproof { fasg-
W ) 15 WAL since ther posttion 1s that Nigamana
15 superfiuous  and yet they make use of a counter argument:
which 15 the same as Wigamana in the demonstration of &
theses

frwamafasRedl erc Besdes the proper occasion for @
counter argument 15 when dissentient views are expressed it
regard to the conclusion A conclusion 15 not completely
established  before the fifth premise the Nigamana it will
thercfore be premature to state a counfer argument  disprod
g objections to the conclusion  When there 1s conflict of
opmian 10 regard to the reason beng present 1n the subjects
we give arguments to show that the reason 1s present it
the subject  Even o after the fifth premise has estabhshed

a conclusion, all objections to the conclusion are remaoved
-by means of counter argunients
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Sag—This Syllogism 15 of the highest mportance
inasmuch as it serves to convince an opponent and helps
discussions

G etc A controversy 1s onc where a dwpu-
tant and an opponent tahe different sides It 15 further
divided mto gtgrrry and AimfigEar  The first 1s a <en
ous debate carried on by those who seel to establish truth
by means of a thesis and a counter thesis  The tteris a
passtonate contest where triumph in argument 1s the aum

I 4293 FIGTRT etc 1 contros ersy where a dispassionate
secher of truth holds debate wath one of a Ithe intention to
cstablish truth by pomnting out arguments i favour of
hus  thesrs (FH=) and others that vitiate the counter-
thesis (3qm) s called discussion (q13}

qo1 drmg—Discussion 1s the opposition of a thess and x
counter thests, which erther ta demonstrition ar refutttion 1<
based on means of proof and rules of logic which does not
contravene the prinaples of the school (fagmigeg) and which
1s couched 1n the Syllogistic form

Here, for instance, 1s the thests of a Nayyayih wfex s
His opponent a Buddhust will oppose 1t by a counter thests
anfes s Thus at 1s necessary that the conflict of opimon
regards one and the same topic (wfyFww) Otherwise as m
faar ot and fear ZRE there 1s no opposttion of thesis and
counter thesis  Secondly, the demonstration of the thests or
the refutation of the counter thesis must be supported by
Pram3na or means of valid hnowledge and by Tarha s e,
favourable arguments , thirdly, 1n the exposttion of the thesis
the disputant must not advance any argument that contra
venes anv prnerples of the school to which he belongs l'or
mstance, 0 provirg the of God to a Mima
the Naigayika ought not to proceed by assuming that God
hasa body  1f he does so, he wall be contravenmg the prin
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aple of lus school (the Nyaya School) that God 1s bodsless
L3stly, the Syllugstic form of argument 15 to be wsed
m carrying on such a controversy

Tarka has two different senses the one 15 the later Ve
that 1t represents the reductio ad absurdum process so that
in this sense 115 pownted out that 1t 1s of use in refuting the
counter thesis, 1 the Sutra therefore Pramana1s conneet-
ed wath Fad and Tarka with IQSBRT so that 1t means that
the the.ts 15 demonstrated by means of proof and the coun
ter thesis 15 shown to be untenable by the reductio ad absur
dum process This mterpretation however, 15 rather far
fetched Tarka 15 as explamed by the Bhashyakara a Jand
of hypathetical reasorung by means of which the real charac
ter of an unknown thing 1s established out of vancus alter
natives that the unknown thing offered It 1s therefore smd
a3 7 T, ) ST T derd | I
thus latter sensc then both Pramiina and Tarka are to be con
nected with {9 and 34 Thus the demonstration ané
refutation are based upon means of knowledge (Pramzm)
and upon other favourable arguments (Tarka)

P, 439 sRuggTat ete In case of necessity, howevtr
for the scarch of truth discussion may be held without at
opposing side  Thus 1n the discussions of a teacher and bt
dicerple, the latter adhs many questions to hus teacher to kno®
thetruth Heres therefore a discussion that 1s earmed o2
wathout the opposition of a thesis and counter thessy

% ffwlig ctc opposed to the above s the passionate con
test which leads to victory or defeat and 1n which the sok
- 15 either some gan honour or fame and ot search ot
the truth as 10 a dispassionate argument  The contest
wyually between persons who seek tnumphs 1 ;1 sy
but sometuncs a dispassionate secker of controver,
may enter the ists to obly, T of truth (Vitarag

¢ others and to safeguard trutt
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Imm the attacks of such soplusts, It 1s camned on by the
P and the opp m the p of the presid
(Sabhipati) and the judges (Prﬁshmkas) Itss further divd-
ednto two classes the pomt of distinction being, whether or
not there are both thesis and counter thesis  En the former
case we have wranghing (#¢7) 1n the latter cavilling {Ryaver)

The y of such ts which are festly mslead
mng or at least not meant far truth 1s pomted out dy the
Satrikira  Wrangling and {hng are y to ke p

up our zeal for tmth as a fence of thorns 15 necessary to
safeguard the growth of seed

JRHATITT etc Wranghng 15 the demonstration of cnes
thesis and the refutatton of a counter thesis by means of
qubbles, futihties, and reproofs, and such other means
previously stated as are in place 1n wrangling TdTRIITA as

lamed by our {vide page 44) means in
wmnghng the demonrtration or refutation 1s not based upon
Prambiva and Tarka and hence they are 8TNTH in the pre
sent ¢ase, while what ts IT9R or proper ts the opposition of
thesis and counter thesis (TgafRITETRag) and the demonstra-
tion and refutation of the thesis and the counter thesis rese
pectivels  Whereas 1n & serious discuseion {Vada) there are
exciuded Al the means wiich appertain to sophistry such
a3 quibbles  futile objections and for reproot, n
Jalpa and 1n VitandZ one may make use of whatever logi-
cal or illogical weapon comes to hand  They are the stock
m trade in these latter

P, 44 Rawst—Cavil consists 1n mere attacks on the oppo
site side  The opponent here does not seek 1o establish his
view, he merely attachs the thes:s of the disputant  In Wy
however, there are both thesis and counter-thesss, each one of
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the disp and opp trying to establish his view and
rofute that of the other Thus we haver—
T

| BRI
AT or 41T {
|
R faaea.

w15 the opposition offered to 2 propositian by the asstmp-
tion of an alternative mearung It 1s threefold, 1n respect of
words, 1n respect of genus and 1n respect of the secondary use
of words (or metaphor) N

Of these IFTS consists w wilfully tabing a term in a Sense
other than that intended by the speaker who has happened
to we 1t ambiguously

P 45 weymalneig et If an opy t resorts to quibbl
m this fashion, the occasmon for reproof called =ywfaqt
should be pomnted put to um he 13 open to reproof cithes
because he has not understood the wtention of the speaker,
or because he does not know what proper answer to give
{FEereT, cte ) and so resorts to quibbling n the last re-
sort or because he wilfully musunderstands tus opponent
through mutual opposttion (RAsRIAY)

TwaAISTEL ete quibbling in re<pect of a genus consisty 10
asserting the impossibility of a thing which 15 posstble, by
connecting 1t with 2 wide genus  Some one exclamms ** Here
13 a learned Brahrun knowing the four Vedas” The Nya-
yavdn, however, ponts out that that 15 nothing unusual with
Brahmuns , whereupon a quibbler says “Nol it 15 not so,
for ¥aere are lh(‘- Eicl (ungm ‘TYWIT) Brahmus who do
not L:lww [:.hem The qubbler here assumes that the Ny#~

v s gven
gavadm fas EVen R 25 4 season (o) of sbarvees
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and thus he pomts out that there 1s no wvanable concom
tance of ATENRA and TIAINTA for there are the Args
who are Brahmmns and yet are devod of the knowledge
of the four Vedas The Hetu therefore 1s Anaulantila
While therefore the Nyayavadin was speaking of a Brahmimn
mn particular 2nd of Brahmins in general the quibbler has
understood hum as speaking of the whole class of Brahmins
Thus he has connected the Brahmn with the whole class
(sferarar=y) and thus shown the impossibility of the Lnow
ledge of the four Vedas in Brahmins by pointing out the Vra
tyas as an exception to the rule The syme occasion for reproof
(srwfrafa) should be pointed out to lum  Tor the point of
the speaker was that 1t wis no wonder that one especially a
Brahmin should know the four Vedas nch rice crops i an
excellent nce-field are not a matter for wonder

P 46 Y= etc  Quibbling mn regard to a meta
phor consists in denymng the proper meanng of a word by
taking 1t literally as when a person has <ad ®R9r #rmRy
the quibbler pomts out that 1t 25 the people {seated on those
scaffoldings) that are crying loud and not the scaffoldings
themsclves as they are inammate things He 1s open to
the sume hind of reproof { AN ) for i ordwmary usage
1s well as n learned discourses (Shastra) we find that words
arc us*d both ways i their primary sense and also mn a
secondary serise

Wi ~—Gautama defines 1t as AIIFETTRINAT TG T |
Tutihity consists in offering objections founded on mere stmu
larity or dissimlanty  Accord ng to Bhasanvajna it ts the
opposition offered by an opponent after the statement of the
rcason by the disputant with a view to put the disputant on
a par with lumsell  As for wstance after the disputant has
stated the grounds of his anference m the proposition
Teisfial TaTAA wZRA 1 The opponent not scemng any

4



50 MYALASARA [Pan 2

weak point i the argument tnes to rase futile objections
by pointing out that 1f sound 1s not cternal like a pot even
like a pot 1t must be corporeal and so on  Here the motise
of the oppenent 1s t¢ make the posttion of the disputart
equally weak 1f you (the disputant) are nnwilhng to
concede my {opponent s) pomt { /=31 f78 ) T can show that
your posttion RIRISTH ) 35 equally weak
faEaT~—an occasion for reproof 15 a statement that
will lead to one s own defeat In argumentation if a man
makes a statement that 15 fatal to hus position here he hum
self spotls hus own case
P 47 wg@wAdl et There are i fact twenty four
kmds of such futile obyections which Are cnunciated 1n (71
w % 7) out of which Bhasarvajfia here constders only «ix
teen lands
) ete  If agunst a contln
sion based upon smular or dissinifar example one offurs 2
counter-conclusion based upen the same hand of example
the oppesition 1 called  Balancing the stmlanity or  dis-
sumlanty  In the proposition = Ufirw FaT@m wwad,
the opponent says that the conclusion (wfieey) was armyved
at by an argument that was based upon the similanty of
T with 4 pomnt of FRFF 1t 15 possible fo come to
an opposite conclusion (frers) by an argument based upon
the sumilanty of £y and T an pownt of wdm o w
the same proposition the conclusion ( NPT ) was armsed
at by an argument based upon the dissimianty of gy and
STER 1t 1s possible to arnve at an opposite conclusion (FTT
#)by an argument based upon the dissmularity of goy and
w7 for ome 15 WFA and the other 13 5 and hence both are
uchke each other  since %2 15 known to be uPEl wE |
which 35 unbke st must be fry i
" ete. This however 15 mo objection sce
{
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only such similanty or disstmilanity between the subject
and evample as exhibits a umversal connection between
iself and the conclusion can be a reason mm argu-
ment In the proposition [EAISAA TARAIT, HITA—1t 15
not any pant of similanty between the subject =g and
example ®Z that can be the basis of any mference but
the pomnt of simdartty which can lead to a conclusion 15
FHeRd, because 1t 15 found to be umversally assoctated with
the conclusion (*f¥@rd) In the stock example adat a‘fgm{
YA, AgiEad—our nference of fire on the mountamn
1s based vpon g¥ which 15 common to subject (79a@) and
example {AFMT) and which we know to be umnversally
connected with fire

P 48 @REray] etc  Owng to varying attributes of
subject and example or owing to both (subject and exam
ple ) standing in equal need of pmoi we get $1X vaneties
of fatile oh)ecnons—em W‘T‘EW‘T HW, e

I3 , HIEEs

Here as pomted out by the commientator the Sutra has
mentioned two grounds of such futile objections (1) 4{RFeT
(n) Sygarad, of these HHIFT 15 the ground of the first
five vartetics and IWFGTART 15 the ground of the last hind

IarTaa—This 15 opposition based upon ascribing to the
sub]ect an undesirable attribute of the example while
SITERER 15 eacluding or denying a desirable attrbute of
the subject Thus i proving the non eternality of sound
by 1ts companson with a jar mn pomt of FqFA, the objector
says that smce like a jar sound 1s WfaEs, so even hkea
jar 1t 15 @EAT I, however you do not admit that 1t 1s @yg
I then we too cannot admut that it 1s g Here then
he ascribes to the subject {sound) an attribute ( Fagae ) of
the example which n fact does not belong to the subject
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weak pomt m the argument tries to mse futile ghjections
by pomting out that if sound 55 not (ternal ke a pot even
ke a pot 1t must be corporeal and so on  Here the motne
of the opponent 15 to make the position of the disputart
equally weak  If you {the disputant) are upsnlling to
concede my (opponent s) point ( 35t firer ) I can show that
your posttion (TFISHW } 15 equally weak

frogegrm—an occasion for reproof s A statyment that
will lead to ones own defeat  In argumentation 3f a man
makes a statement that 1s fatal to his position here he tum
self spoils ks own case

P 47 aﬁ:{ﬁzﬁ etc There are in fact Ywenty four
Yonds of such futile objections which are enunciated 1n (rfr q
4 9 9) out of which Bhasarvajna here considers only six
teen kinds

WAERIERETRER  ete If  aganst a  conclu

ston based upon similar or dissimilar esample Ope offers A
counter-conelusion based upon the same kind of example
the opposttion 1= talled  Balancing the similanty or dis
suntlanty  In the proposition weg WY Fagmm ot
the opponent fays that the concluston (WHAEE) wac ¢
at by an argument that was based npon the
weg with 92 m pont of 3@ 1t 15 pos
an oppestte conclusion (fr) by an
the sinidanity of %% and &y in
the same proposttron the <oncl
at by an argument based 1
UTET 5t 1s possible to an
@) by an argument b
g2 for one 1s ¥ and 1
unhke each other emnce
which 13 unlke 1t must be figg

h ete Thly however

=
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15 g m the 7ot 1t 15 Ihewsse A 10 the Paksha greg) So
that there 15 no necessity of any &9 based upon Fawd
The ¥FqEqi comes i m ths way when the proposttion 15
stated qERISFrEr FAFEIA, 5294, the opponent says that the
T VL 15 equally with the subject T a qW or that of
which ®WETe has as yet to be proved  So the disputant
states another proposition SIS FIFIA T to prove
the frere of gz, still the opponent pamts out that the g-
B 92 15 Iikewise 2 997 and so on, so that there will be
no end to such a senes of propositions

In 3%eq6% the oppoment pomts ant that just as spite of
the sumlanty of 512g and 92 n pomnt of §IFE there 15 scope
for difference between them as one 15 317 and the other g
even so spite of therr eumilanty w pont of Fage there 15
scope for dfference between them 1 pomt of W@, one
may be fr@r and the other wiffey Thus since there 15 an
alternation of other attributes (S(;iﬁ m the one and
1n the other) even s0 there 1s an alternation of these attributes
as well—if g2 15 SR, T may be fag

araaq duffers very little from quigq  If both are ey
because botk are FWE, why cannot i@ be &% an both
cases 7 Why say that the T s &€ and  the my 15 @e=p?
Regard both as @ ¢ ¢ that the character Si9eT 15 to be
proved m regard to both uey and TYrR  If the disputant says
QIR AT FAEEOLARAT the Mtilist ponts ont 73Y A

T TRagd, no mference will thus be arnved at since

the snbject and evample are made 1o mterchange ther
character

q?rwrgrr(q ¢tc This, howerer, 15 no opposition becavse there
1sa difference betwoen the subject and cxample, although a
canclusion 1s draw b from a certain equabity of their characters
All these futide objectsons are based upon the false suppos-
tion of a complete equality of the subject and example
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Though there is an equalty of subject and example 1 cer
tan characters there 1s tndeed a great difference between them
w1 other characters  Yet spite of vanation of attributes of the
mountam (¢=7) and hatchen (z277a) we find thatit 1s possible
to draw correct inference (of FETH) from thew equality i one
particular character (y7aed) If the futihst dentes that anv
conclusion could be drawn from an equahty m a particular
dhricter he will be contradicting general expemience and
will have put an end to all hind of inference
P 30 mﬁmiﬁ—ll the reason1s co-present with the predt
cat  there 1s no difference between reason and predicate ow
ng to therr mutual presence 1f they arc not co-present theré
will be no inference owing to thie muotual absence  Thus
the futibst asks—In the stoch proposition G&T m";{m::( b
737 do you regard that the reason smoke proves the conclu
< on fire by being in contact with fire or by mnot bemng
ontact with fire * I the first why then regard fire as the
e and smohe as the YT ? It can as well be said gIa) Lt
IR AETAR,  since both Ef% and Y@ are €o prescnt on
the mountamn  thus there will be obliteration of all distinction
betw cen reason and predicate  If on the other hand it 1s sad
that the reason YAAE b not co-present with the concluston
(q@w) then in such 1 case there will not be any snference
at a0l yust as there will b no fire 1f 1t 1s not in contact with
fuel
g2f3famf et This objection however 15 futile smce
we hnow that in ajar both effect and cauvse are co present
and yet we have the effect (jar) andin oppression of persons
by <pells we know that the cause (spelfs) and the effect (=)
are nol co-present and jet the effoct (@) takes place
Thus 2t 15 clear that a thing 18 accomplished sometimes by
the cau ¢ bemg 1n contact wath the effect or by ats not
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beng m contact with effect Thus whether the cause and
effect are mutually present or absent, the characters of effect
and cwse are peculinr to particular things, so that there
will not be any obliteration of distinction between N and
| as the futilist has shown, the character of Y& as the
T 1n reference to fire and the character of @2 as the

ey an reference to YW are fived once for all  otherwise
there will be contradiction of all means of knowledge

S\Tgfq’ﬁ FRarygd, etc —If one opposes an argument by
pomting out that the reason could not have been an attribute
of the subject befort, its production the opposition 15 called
stgeqiia

P 31 Thus to the t * weisher * the
futiist s objection 1s that (FIAFA) the reason had nat any con-
nection with the subject (=) before the latter was produced ,
and therefore the latter (z1e3) before 1t was produced, was
not 1 product was eternal  The answer 1s that we are here
dealing wath g only when it 15 produced and not before
1t 1s produced 1 fact 2 word does not at all exist before 1t 1s
produced , so that to say that word 1s fi@y becanse 1t 15 not
FaF before 1t 15 produced 1s simply absurd

Qmreqifed etc —is opposition which 1s based on the
11 on being shown to be impossible at all three tunes  Thus
the futibst asks, 1f the reason precedes the predicate, how
can you call 1t a reason in the absence of the predicate ?
If the reason comes subsequent to the predicate how can it
which does not exist (when the conclusion 15 beang proved)
be the reason?  (If 1t succeeds the predicate what could be
the use of 1t 1f the predicate exsted alrendy ?) If they
eust sumultaneously how will 1t be possible for us to deter-
rane which is the reason and which the predicate established
by the reason smce both are found together? Thus he has
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shown the reason to be impossible at all the three times be
cause 1t cannot be prior to, subsequent to or sumultaneous
with the predicate

1388 —Thus cannot be any objection because a predi
cate 15 always established by a reason

The objection was based on the ground that since SZdhya
and Sadhana are relative, a Sadhya cannot be a Sadhya 1n the
absence of the Sadhana, and a SAdhana cannot be 2 Sadhand
mn the absence of the Sadhya, sumiarly 1f both are present
there wall be no evidence to prove which 1s which, so that
there 15 no such thing as a Sadhana or a Hetu  The answer
however 1s that expersence teaches us that a S&dhya whether
1t 15 a product or a thing that 15 knowable, 15 produced or
known by means of a {1 (matenal cause or perceptual cause }

SERAGT —1f 1t 15 mamtained that there 15 no  such
thing as a Sadhana or hetu, there wall not be any activity on
the part of people In accomphshing ones purpose, one
always looks to ways and means, 1f, however, there are no
waysand means—all activity will at once stop

P 5z SRR¥WEeeRl —Beswdes the objection that 15
based upon ** the impossibility at all three times ™ (ﬂ‘q’.‘@
fa ) 1s atself open to § Thus the Siddha
torts ““Well ir Sis your objection raised before the stuta-
ment objected to or after it o simultancously with it ? 1"
the objection Is prior to the thing objected to 1t cannot
be an abjection, 1f the objection 1s subsequent to the thing
objected how can that be a thing objected to m absence
of the objection ? If both are simultaneous, there 18
nothing to prove that the one 1s the objection and the
other the thing objected to
—Thus by your own argument you have shown

the impossibility of the objection, and admutted the evs
tence of the Hetu
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sRygw  —~1i the subject and example are xegarded
as non different in respect of the possession of a certamn
property on account of their possessing n common the
property connoted by the reason, then all things are
mutnally non-different in respect of the possession of every
quality on acconnt of thexr havang in common “ existence
Thus 1f a jar and sound are regarded as non different
respect of non eternality on account of their both being pro-
ducts, then all objects will have to be regarded as mutually
mon different, masmuch as they share one common attri-
bute—that of existence (¥RME)
adqr ete  The answer 1s,—If mnon difference m all res~
pects 15 maintained, such a position 15 untenable since 1t 18
<ontradicted by actual facts or by Pratyaksha  If 1t 1s
mamtained that all things are non different in respect of
non eternality 1t will be opposed by inference and Verbal
guthortty , 1f however, they are mamntained as non different
1 some particular like knowability such an argument will
be futile since 1t will be proving what 1s already proved
The objection 15 based on the false assumption that if two
things are similar in some one particular they are similar
1 any other particular  But such an argument 1s fallacious
We cannot mamtam that all objects are non different 1n res-
pect of any character whatsoever since clearly on empirical
grounds we know objects to bo different ¥ the amm of the
opponent 15 to show that they are non-different 1n respect
of non-eternabty, we know from mference as also from
Shrut: texts that there are things that are cternal and things
that are non eternal And 1f the opponent wants to prove that
2ll objects are sumilar m some such character as knov ability
1t 1s no opposttion, smee such an argument 1s acceptable to
us as knowability has an extenston equal to that of existence
o occurs where an opposttion 1s offered on the
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ground that we know the character of the subject even with-
out the aid of the reason  The futibist’s argument 13 that the
reasan AT 15 hardly nercssary to prove thet a parhiculas
object 15 2 product since 1t 15 not 1nvanably present in all
products and since cven without 1t objects are known to be
products, cognition 15 2 product n which GEgTA 15 fot
found since cogniion 1s incorporeal
P 53 [UITFRW ete  This, however, 15 no opposttion since 2
Teason lthe smoke 1s seen to be valid even though it 15 pre
sent 1n part of the Sapaksha Sumlarly 1 the present case
the reason @EFFe 1s present m a part of the Sapahsha
and absent from a section of 1t lthe “cognition etc ”  But
that doces not mean that 1t 15 incapable of proving the re-
quired conclusion
9 af ete If1t to be asked  how then are cogmtion and
such like proved to be products ? The answer 1s that thew
character (being a product) can be ascertatned through other
means as well  And the roeans of proving cogmtion to be
a product 15 this—that 1 the absence of any causes for its
non app 1t 15 not ap ded either before or after
s production
Here therefore we could adduce different reasons to prove
the same conclusion  since it s not necessary that an effect
will have one and on. cause only
P 54 m’ﬁﬂﬂ’ occurs where agamnst an argument
proving the non exustence of a thing by 1ts non perception,
one offers an opposition aiming at proving the contrary by
the non perception of the non perception
The opponent argues f the non perception of cognition
both befors and after its production proves its non-exstence,
then the non apprehension of thus nom apprehension  prove
the non-existence of its non-existence , so that 1t will follow
from the preceding that there 15 the non-existence of the
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n-eststence of cogmtion +. ¢ that cogmition exsts both
‘ore and after its production, which conclusmn will be fatal
the view that cognition 1s a product (m)

TS etc. The reasoning through non-apprehension 1=
t sound because non apprehension 1> merely the negation
apprehension

AT ant ete  Non-apprehension 15 the knowledge
the negation of an object—tins knowledge by its very
ture has a posttive eharacter as c\ery one well knows

mee the non-appreh of pr 15 mcon.
vable There are mternal perceptions of such form
“ 1 hnow ” “1 do not hnow,” “I have a doubt,” ctc,

vang that we can percerse the non-eustence of Anowledge
1ts extstenice  Non-perception stsclf 1s porceptible—and
<uch there ~ no non-perception of non-perception
AAFFA—I( one oppo-c+ an argument by attrbuting
‘motity to all non-cternal things on the ground that non-
stality 1s eternal the opposition will be called

The dilemma 15 of thus form-—does non-etornabty abide in
und eternally or for a time only 7—if the quality of non~
raality abades 1n iats substrate sound for wver, then since a
ality does not exist withont its substrate, 1t folfows that
and 15 etermal, if on the other hand 1t 1 said that the
Ality of non-eternality does not reside for cver in sound,
en the conclusion ts obvious that when non-etemnality does
t reside 1in sound-—sound 1> cternal

P, 55 sfymere—cte. By accepting  non-ctermality to
for ¢ver present in <ound you have admitted sound to be
aws noneeternal  The eternal and the non-Cternal are
atwally incompatible ; you are, therefore, precluded from
ying that sound 1s eternal sinee you have admitted 1t to be
T ever non-¢ternal

W:gvrﬁ-—\'our argument to prove the eternabty of
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sound was TR Py RS 9331 YR, Now if you say
that non-eternality 15 not for ever present 1 sound (sifer
iz AnIRD) then clearly enough the season that you have
advanced to prove the ctemahty of sound viz

471 R, 15 one thatis dented of the subject scund

50 that since the Teason 15 unreal (SIRFF) we cannot armve at
the conclusion that sound 15 eternal

q=a etc —The argument of the futist was that
swnce non-cternabty 15 an attmbute of sound and 1s stselt
cternal 1t follows that sound also must be eternal as the
substrate of an eternal qualty From the etermabty of the
attnibate he argues to the eternality of the substrate But
1t 15 not right to reason thus  For non-etermality 1 of the
nature of negation (g) so that its presence does ot
prove the presence of sound 1ts substrate As the commentatof
tas well put 1t (AT B wd Prodt @ Wafy q @aEeEe
R ¥ ) a positive attnbute does mndeed require a substrale
10 which 1t resides but a negative one can  remam with
out a substrate

gad etc In this manner (by the exposition of a fo¥
types of such futile arguments) 1t 1s possible to refute o
futile arguments like the followmg  the notion of othernt!
(77) camnot be maimtawned since otherness atself 15 098
different from an object  (SIRTH SIHHME, ened  ber
stands for FEIEET )

Ve have upto now dealt with varous futile argumtnt
many of which were dilemmas and a few trjemmas W
shall consider one more dilemma  The Jatnddi asks Wit
do you mean when you say that a gz 15 different from
Is this difference (srs) distinct from a gz or dentc?
with 1t7 If thus o7 15 identical with ¥z then clead
-enough #wg does not ewist separately and the notion ¢
differcnce between objects therefore cannot be mamtane’
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on the other hand it be sa1d that 5797 15 distinct froma
then 1t will mean that @ s 37 from 92 1 ¢ {0
we shall have to mterpose an SR betwen &g and
Then 1gain this new H=g@ will be =7 from w2 and
US 1 new IE 15 interposed between the first interposed
g and g2 and m this way there will be an ad mfimtum
ress so that it ts not possible to say that 1 9z s o%Q
om agz
The dilemma s set forth in 4 shightly differcnt manner by
1t commentalor, for which vide page 55
—Though according to 1arying nwed we ap-
Iy dfferent names to an object yet on that account 1t 15
ot possible to deny the nature of an objct  Thus the
ntilist starts wath the quen T F7T3 3T 97 Q@ETL
R, I ATGR ad ties to show ¢ Wil alternties
wre uniceeptable  The answer 18 that whether  you say
that a 925 877 1 sespeet of stalf (TTEEN st wall be
Y mmrespect of a g, or whether sou say that a B s
A respect of 1 Tyt 1t 1 FE N fesyret of ialdf
So that even though according to varying crcumstance a
BT 15 A7 of 47, jet tts raal mature can never be demed
that 1 respect of atself it will be Unavs BT while 10
rspect of 1 92 3t will be Uwys o=
P 56 gawwiR—Th Jats are too numerous to tllus
trate, evon the Sotras do not exhanst them , the twenty four
VanLItes sen e 18 spramens only
—These alo 1 countles 1 number owmg
to numerots, WAvs 1n which 4 confhict of opimon may s
or ewing to numerous forms of )yenorince
— Spating th propodtion  occurs where ore
mikes 4 damaning wimieaon of the chiracter of a counter
rxamjle 11 one s subject
In the example given i1 the text the Y&dn admuts (hat
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snce sound 15 1ncorporeal like cther, 1t 15 cternal bhe cther
thus by tlus admission of cternality which 15 an attibute of
the counter-example m his subject (sound) he spols Ins case,
for he wants to prove that sound 15 non-aternal

P 57 BimmA —" Sfting the profosition ' ances
when a proposition being opposed, one trics to remove the
apposttion by tmporting a new character to the subject o
introducing a new charactert n the proposition
When the argument B3@RTE TR 15 opposed on the ground
that no stmulat instance could be pomnted oyt as the nature
of all” precludes such a possibihity,, the Vadin tries to
narrow down the sphere of the Paksha by mtroducing a ne¥
character 1n the preposition and he says that by an’
he means RARTEIMTN, ¥ 1 ¢ not anything and every
thing whatsoever, but every thing that is the subject of
discussion This wirtnally means that since Tus omginal
proposition  could not stand he had to present 3t m
altered form .

@ git—the words 4% w the Sutra mean afRFwfFAT
+ ¢ for rimoving the objection on the analogy of the 1d (™
FRFET 4 where the words NITAT mean HorRawd -
smoke for flies + ¢ smoke for heeping off flis :

FRFIHAT—~ Oprosing the proposition  occurs when 8
propositton 2nd the reason urged are mutually opposed 18
the proposition * o substance 15 different from a qualt®
becausc they are not found separatcly  the reason 14 directlf
opgosed 10 the profosition This however 15 not an examfl
of the contrary reasen (freg¥amd) becausc mn this ©2¢
the contradiction 1s krown as <oon as the propesition a1 d the
Teason are set forth while m the latter th contrary cherd
ter of the Hetu 1s rcahsed only \&hen’ﬁt has known the
Vyapt

P 58 uiymEram—A Progposition being opposed, if oné
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totally disclaims 1t, 1t will be called ““ renouncing the proro-
sttion

¥ IT—A reason of a general character being opposed
o one attaches a speaal character to st, 1t will be callid
* shifting the reason.”

P. 59 Jglzat— * The urelesant ” consists in setting aside
the topic under discussion and mtrodvcing one which 15 not
relevant

freirs—* The meamngless s an argument which consnts
of a senal combination of letters

Pages 59-60 qREENATE ete  The umnteligible 15 an
argument which although repeated three times 1s understood
nather by the aud nor by the opp An
becomes umntelhigible erther beeause the disputant uses vuts
of the way words or he enuncrtes the argument too hwried
3y, thus cerves m as a cleak to hide s renorince and hene
he dcﬁcr\cs the reprimand of the audience

HIAFR~" The lneoherent 1> an angument which ccn
veys no connected meamng on acconnt of the words bung
e wath ut any syntactical order

Ay~ The woppurtune 1 an argoment the parts
of whnch are mentioned without due <equencs

g —" The defectve 15 an anument winch lacks
any ore of st proper parts, while “ the superfluous  conssts
of morz than one reacon or example

P. 61 gameH—~" Repebtion  ss an argument n whih
exeptin the ease of reinculeation the word or the mening 1s
nprted again Repetition 1s not a falt “hm It 1< done
for the sake o[nmwmlm or cmphasis as n i T3S
Y, AT (S ot 5\; Didinl 6

gﬂ?(m-—Thc redundant oceurs wher what s amphed
18 agun stated 1 words 5 as for instance, 1 an Anviyania-
tireha Hety, every body hnows that 1t 15 pessible to adduce
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botk a sumilar or counter example and hence the mention
of one does imply the mention of the other  In  discusstons
bresity and precision should be the rule  If one goes on
multiplying examples or enters mio mrclevant dnagations
there will be no end to the argument

P 62 fq@a 9igRr etc Non repetition, 15 an 0C
casion for rebuking an opponent whea he does not repeat
the argument of the cisputant although the latter hias repeat
ed it thnce within the knowledge of the audience When
a person wishes to refute an argument he must first restate
1t and then proceed wath lus entigsm 1f however he begins
s enticiem diately after the disp has stated his
view 1t 1s very difficult to hnow the dnft of hus attack smce
he has mot stated the argument agamst which hus poleme
15 directed

etc  Ignorance 15 1n occasion of rebuk¢
which anses from the non understanding of a proposition.
9] etc Non mngenuity  consists 1 ones accept
g 2 challenge for disputation of an adserswry and yet 7
manung silent when the d sputation 1» begun
FEAMMTete  Evasion arses af one stops an argument
under the pretext of a pressing business
P 63 ®amgsr— The admission of an opinion  consst
n charging the opposite side with o defect and yet admutting
{bat the same exiols 1n one s side as well
LLES 1 N the ) consists 1
not rebuking a person who deserves rebuke
P 6y MREIIEAN —Repnmanding the non-censt-
rable consists 1n repnmanding 1 person who doss not deserve
the repnimand
Devistion from the tenet conssts 1 2
person s departing from an aceepted tenet m the course of b
disputaton  The Mimamsakas do not adnut the Godbead
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Hence 1n argument a Mimamsaka must not depart from this
accepted tenet of his school  1f he says that a sacnifictal nte1s
gratifying to Ged who grants you your desire when so grati-
fied—he 1s clearly open to rebuke on the ground of his devia-
tion from the tenet of his school

P 65 Z@maEr etc—The fallacies of rewson alo are
oecasions of rebuhe, they have been already discussed

A~ from tlus 1t should be infurred that words of foulabuse,
or a slap i the face or plying upon muacal mstruments
bemg of no use 1n disputations proper—lay 1 person open to
the reproof of his oppoment In the f@@¥ygr both the
parties to the dispute bind themselves that they would carry
on the dispute 1 Sanshrit or in verse and so on  HYIEF or a
grammatical error in such a case will be an unhtppy smus-
take for either of the parties

Third Parichheda

P 66 uwudsa Itis the means of indirct night appre-
licnsion, through the force of convention THA here means
FRYQE or R It 15 held that cach word has a
signtficance which 15 the comvention made by man or God
that such and such a meanng should be understood from
such and such 1 word (SwrTaRTETAdt AT 3Ry Itis
Lknowledge of this convention, or its remembrance which s
the proumate cause of verbal hnowledge In inference 1t
15 the knowledge of invanable concomutance between the
muiddle term and the major term which leads to inferential
judgment, and this connection of muddle turm and major
term 1s 1 the nature of things (®nRT) and so  cannot
be altered by man  But the relation between the conven-
tion of a word and ebject <ignified 1s not a natural and there-
fore umalterable relation 1t may happen that one word might
sigmfy altogether a different object of setting aside the old
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both a suntlar or counter example , and hence the mention
of one does ymply the mention of the other In  discus<ions
brevity and preaision should be the rule  If one goes on
multiplying examples or enters to urelevant divagations
there will be no end to the argument
P 62 frgaer qitgst etc ¢ Non repetition ' 1s an 0¢
casion for rebuking n opponent when he does not repeat
the argLment of the thsputant although the latter has repeat
ed 1t thnee wlan the knowledge of the audience When
2 person wishes to refute an argument he must first sestate
1t and then procced wath s cnticism , 1f howeyer, he begms
s cnticism immediately after the disputant has stated b
View 1t 15 very dafficult to know the dnit of tus attach since
he has not stated the argument agamst which Ins polemue
15 directed
AR ete Ignorance 15 an occasion of rebule
which anses from the non understanding of a proposthon
Tt etc Non ingenuty  consists 1 one s aceept
tog a challenge for disputation of an adversary and jet 1o
maming sttent when the disputation 15 begun
FHEIEAT ete Bvasion anses 1f one stops an argument
under the pretext of o Ppressing business
P 63 URig@t— The admussion of an opmion* consists
m chargng the opposite side with a defect and yet admithag
that the same exiots im one's side as well
AR, * Negl g the ble’ conswste 1
not rebubeme - —emee e -
B o6y
Table cons f
the e nnana
g Deviation from the tenet ' consists 1R 2
person s departing from an accepted tenet in the course of biS
disputation  The Mimamsahag do not adnut the Godhead.
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Hence 1 argument a Mimamsaka must not depart from this
accepted tenet of s school 1f he says that a sacnificial nite 15
gratifying to God who grants you your desire when so grati-
Fod—he 15 clearly open to rebuke on the ground of hi
ton from the tenet of hus school

P 65 Z@RTEl eic _The fallacies of reason also are
accastons of rebuke , they have been already discussed

Taa-from tlus 1t should be inferved that words of foulabuse
ar 2 slap w the face ot playmg upon mustcal instruments
bemg of B wse 1 disputations proper~—lay & persan open to
the teproof of hus oppoment In the faguFay both the
patties to the dispute bind themselves that they would casty
1 the dispute 0 Sanshnt, or 1 verse and 50 on ST OF 2
grmmatical error 1 such a case will be an unhappy s
take {or exther of the parties

15 devia-

Third Parichheda

P 66 gagasd Itis the means of mdirect nght appre-
henson through the foroe of comventron ¥AY here means
TR o gRERC It 1s held that each word has 2
sigmficance whach 15 the contention made by man or God
that such and such a meamng should be understood from
suh and such a word (srTRRmEARESt e sy It
knowledge of this convention, or tts remembrance which 15
t‘:‘uilﬂmnu1me cause of verbal knowledge 1In mnference 1t
- ;E\;no“ledge of mvanable concomitance between the
)\\dgmen:m and the major term which leads to inferential
— and this counection of middle term end major
Yo “13 the nature of things (@rMTF) and so cannot

"““Oiawobzl maén. But the relation between the conven-

e vy Man object sigmfied 15 not 2 natural and there-

erable relation 1t may happen that one word might

= ms"ge‘m a different object 1f setting aside the old
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Convenhon—a new one is established Thus &fEWR
differs from ¥R, and consequently SR from [T

It 13 two-lold—one where the thing signified 15 perceptible
and the other where it 15 not so  EqAFE 734 15 a sentence
which igrufics what 1s impereeptible while sTarefit @il o
15 7 Mow the authonty of sentences that signify what
15 perceptible 15 established by thesr power to mate men to
action  As knowledge gamed through perception 15 proved
to be night by means of the very object perceied so the
knowledge gaincd through verbal authonty 1s proved to be
night by means of the things 1gmfied  For mstance when a
person says TATER %R @GP the hnowledge gumned
through his words will be proved to be ¢orrect when another
person that was thus addressed by huim go=s to the nver bank
and finds frmt

P o7 wEpde] et In the case of Turd omw the
truth will be vouched for by facts as we find them  But 10
the case of 3TTMI 25 the sentences w@ammy a9 clf
we do not know whether the knowledge guned through such
@ sentence 15 correct or otherwise as 1t cannot be put to the
test of experience  In such cases where the truth of the sen
tence cannot be vouched for by the testimony of facts the
reltability of the person uttenmg the words 15 the proof of
the correctness of the knowledge gained through s words
Thus sentences ke TIERT 74 are known to be authontative
suice 1t 15 found that a son 15 born to a person when he has
performed the required sacnifice  from thys we hnow that
“the person who spoke those words 35 throughly reliable
5‘;‘“ he :"“‘d Prophesy things unseen Therefore m 1h¢
absence of any reason to the
him are mferred to be authontzx:aw il words spolen bY

Pages 68-69 The authonty of word 1s thus known throveh
mference It cannot be argued that words wre authontative
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because they are eternal for in the first place there1s norule
that because a thing s eternal 1t 1s authontative We know
that the sense of hearing and the internal sense(the mind) are
eternal and yet on that account we cannot say that the know-
ledge gamed through these 1s correct and authontative for
they are known to produce mncorrect hnowledge and doubt
Secondlv it cannot be proved that words are etermal—by
any of the means of proof But there are many inferences
to prove just the contrary s¢ that words are non-eternals
Thus the inference IZavFaTfy NAT IEFIAM FRTEAFT-
L, proves that we can clamm human authorship of the Veda
as of ordinary words—and hence that words are produced
and s such are non eternal

aﬁ'z{h’dﬁq‘ etc If words are etermal they will be
ever apprehended or never apprehended for if 1t 15 granted
that words are perceptible by the aurscular sense then words
being eternal are pervasive and therefore will be ever m
conttct with the auncular sense they will thus be ever-
apprehended , if on the other hand 1t 1s said that they are 1m-~
perceptible tosense organs like atoms then 1t will follow that
they will never be apprehended  So that words wall be ap-
prehended eternally or will never be apprehended at all
No reason can be pomted out as to why they should be ap-
prehended only for a time

etc If 1t be argued that we do not t appre-

hend words because the g cause ATE)
of words 1s absent that we reply 1s not true since such a
manifesting cause 15 not mentioned The Mim&msaka inststs
that words are eternal, and to explain why wordsare only for
a time apprehended he inventsa festing canse of words
Thus just as an object though existing will not be known to
us m darkness but the same will be mamfested to us in the
presence of a mamfesting cause such as light, even on the
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same analogy, words though eternally existing are not appre-
hended by us m the absence of a manfesting cause  Hence
the argument that words wull be apprehended for ever or no
apprehended at all falls to the ground To this the Mawa
yika replies that this will be true onty if such a manfesting
cause 1§ concets able

P yo @IgEEm etc I 1t 15 argued that contact with
waves of wind 15 the manifesting cause of sounds even that
we reply will not be Tight since 1 that case all sounds
will be sunultanecusly percerved

i1 a@T etc  For in the perception of objects that are
prorumate in space and capable of being percersed by the
same organ of sense perception the ear buing an organ of
seuse Like the exe 1s not susceptible to certain fixed mmpreé
~ons only

If there ate five or six objects before us which are capable
of bung percenned by the eye all these five or sy objects
will be revealed to the eve by 2 mamfesting cause such a5
light nd not that only one of these will be percaved
Fien so there is no reason to say thatwhea all sounds are pres
sent to the ear  why only one particular sound be revealed
by the mamfesting cause (contact with wind) to the car

P gr e A€ ¢tc or sounds are not susceptible to fixed
impi smce they are 1 ly 1 contact with tte
organ of sense perception and are perceptible by the same
organ of sense-perception  This virtually proves the same
as the preceding mference  Singe there as no reason 10 bes
leve that the mamfesting cause wall reveal only partsculir

sounds to the car 1t follows that all sounds will be simulta-
neoush present to the ear

TAIASH cte. T 3t be <aid that the same defeet can be
pownted out in the view which holds that sound 1s a product
wereply that 1wt 1s vot true  sineg as is shown the faghaf
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cases of 4 lump of corth and a lamp there 15 difference bet-
‘ween 1 mamifesting cause and a creative cavse

The objector then asks since waves of wind (37g) are the
cause of word, how 1s 1t that the waves of wind produce a
particular sound, and not all sounds ? The answer 1s thatit1s
possible to  produce & desired sound thiough waves of wind
and not all sounds A lump of earth 1s the materral cause
of a jar, so that 1t 15 possible te produce from it a particular
jar of desired size and volume but 1 lump s the mamfesting
cause of a jar, so thatit1s not possible that the lamp will
revel only that particular jar and no other thing m the
dark room  Tiven so when 1t 15 said that aEEamT s the
FF of sound, 1t 15 possible to make use of 1t for the
production of a particular deswed sound onlv  But if
a'rg‘mﬁn 15 regarded as 1 mamfesting cause of sounds
{=951%) then there 15 no reason to believe why 1t will re-
veal a particular sound and not all sounds

wEASMA etc It 15 probably under the mnfluenee of Jamn
logic that our auther rejects comparison as a separate means
of knowledge herein he differs from the normal Nyaya view
as expressed by the Sutrakara The number of means of
proof varies between one to ten in the different schools of
thought At one end we find that the Chirvakas reduce all
means of proof to perception alone the Vashesihas accept
two, perception and 1nference Bhasarvajfia the Jams
Samkhya and Yoga accept three  The Ny@ya as represented
by the Syncretist school adds companison  The Mumamsaka
and the Vedanta view add presumption to the four of Nyaya
and save Prabhaktra also non perception (Abhdiva) Tra
dition {Aitthya) and Inclusion (Sambhava) were regarded as
valid by the PaurBmkas who thus raised the number to
eight, A mnth Gesture was added by the Tintnkas whilo
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a tenth one chmmation (Panshesha) was also regarded as &
separate means of proof by some Mimamsa authorrtics

P 72 ¥ The author here considers thtee different views
regarding the precise nature of analogy or companson first
of the Vidhanats ayiha the second of the Mimamsaha s also
of the Vedantin and the third of the JaratnaryAytha including
Udyotakara The wmord Upamana 1z used rather loosly
meaning both analogy as an wstrument of knowledge (Pra
mana) and the resulting Judgment 15 {Upamitr)

TGERT T —A person 15 told by a forester who 15 wor
thy of credence that a Bos Gavacus ts bhe a cow On
entenng a forest the person sees 2 strange animal and rem
embering the words of the forester realizes 1ts simulanty to
the cow  The hnowledge of semblance 1¢ the result but this
scarcely requires a sepatate means of proof as the words of
the forester could gne the same Lnowledge henggif thi were
set up as a separate means of }mowledgc because 1t expresses
2 comparson then vvery sentence owmg to the puculior cha
acter of the judgment that 1t expresses will have to be ¥
garded as @ separate Pramana

AR T et The Mimamsa wiew dispenses wath  the
previous nformation as to the hkeness of a cow and a Bos
Gavaeus  The judgment ammved at1s  The cow in my house
15 sumiar to the ammal T now see The distinction belween
the former and this latter view 15 obvious In the former
ve have AfrefrTafire e sl m b
we have TTAATEATHATIR WY or  that  the
co relatives of Compan on ate reversed how thus 15 not pet
ception <ince the co™ 15 not presented to the sence at the
tune the judgment 1 formulated nor 15 this verbal festt
mony u‘:’ “‘“5 mvolves only the perception of semblance
1ot 15 thus imference or m
wnvolved 15 different and airi}:wsx::n?lanas e P

ce 18 ot remembered.
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| T8 TRAE —This however 1s no other than remem-~
brance for the perception of the cow ako involves the per-
ception of her semblance to the unknown anumal for the
semblance 15 1nherent n the cow  When therefore the cow
15 hnown the semblance alo 15 hnown The semblance 15
not produced 1 the cow when the Bos Gavaeus 15 secn wnd
known but the already present semblance becomes more
defined at the sight of the ammal If there werc no sem
blance 1 the cow then there would not have becn the cogm
tion of semblance of a Bos Gavaeus to a cow

fHF3T etc  When we percened the cow we per-
cerved her liheness but this hnowledge of lheness 15 one
whereir one of the correlatives of the hkeness 15 unknown
Now @rzg® s + relation between two objects  therc will
therefore be no knowledge of semblance until actually both
are known  How can 1t be said that there was hnowledge of
sumtlanity when one of the objects remains unknown ?  The
amswer 15 that the knowledge 15 fiffwed® or abstmct swEma
mﬁtﬁm + e wheremn the MEATM of the relation tsun
known and hence 1t 15 that when at the sight of the famihar
€OW We perceive semblance in the abstract we haie no

cogmition of the Apprehension (ITFEAMNAR ) ot the un
Known tmmal
P 73 faftrerstgenna etc The author now considers an

objection When we saw the cow we had hnowledge of sem
blance mn the abstract When we go to the forest and sce
the strange ammal we have determmnate (FlaFoTE)
Lnowledge of the semblance smce now both the coirela
tives ate hnown to us  Remembrance 15 the revival of an
1mpresston already recersed  The impresston received was
the mmpressien of abstrict sumlanty  whide the know
ledge that we have1s the knowledge of actual simlanty
This knowledge of actual similanty 15 thus altogether new
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knowledge and not the revival of an old mmpression  This
new knowledge 15 therefore, not i and will have to be
looked ujon as hnowledge that 15 derved through analogy
The answer 15 that spite of this difference 1t 15 no other than
I smee 1n other cases we know that from a  FFFeTFER
we have 2 WRFAFENR  Thus when we visit a house  we
observe that there are some five or s1¢ persons m the house
When we are ashed by any one whether Devadatta was one
of the company or no we remember that he was not Vwhen
we Visited the house we marked that some five or sit were
prosent and others absent Here then the actual perception
15 that others were absent and not that thus particular indt
vidual was absent  And yet we say that Devadatta was ab-
sent Is this new cogmtion or revival of an old one?
Ewvidently this 15 revival of an already recerved 1mpression
Thus whereas we had the knowledge of absence 1 the ab-
stract (RFAFFATTAM) and not of this individual or that

yet the remembrance of it takes the form Devadatta
was absent  which 15 @EewER g

TR SR (e KARd
-3 | )

ITAREIT —ete  The third view of Udjotakara and
also held by the authors of Tarhabhasha Tarhakaumuds and
Tarkasamgraha according to which the resulting yudgment 15
the asserhion that the ammal percerved bears the name Bos
Gavaeus

This vie v tesembles the first i tha

t this process of know
ledge 1nvolves two factors

the perception of the strange
amimal and the remembrance of the sords of the forester
But the difference 15 m regard to the resultmg judgment
which 1 the present view 1s the knowledge of the relation of
name and object sigrufied by the name between the word
Gavaya and the animal Bog Gavaeus

But this aceording to our anthor 1 the result of the know
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ledge imparted by the forester and therefore does not require
a separ~te means of proof

Qg1 RN etc For when a person 1s ashed how he
knaws that the strange ammal bears that name he replies
that 1t 15 hnown to hum through the words of the forester,
e does not say that he hnows 1t through analogy or through
any other means of knowledge  From this the conclusion 1s
mevitable that the knowledge 1s denved through the words
of the forester + ¢ through verbal testumony

T 37 otc Vet the cognmition we have 15 of the form
*This 15 called 2 Bos Gavacus  While the words of the
Torester were * The Bos Gavacus s like a cow  so that the
above cogmtion could not be denved through the words of
that person and therefore we set up e as a sepa
Tate means of knowledge,

TY AfE—To s the author’s answer 15 this Witk refer-
‘ence to a particular ammal we make the comvention  This
13 2 cow ’, now when we have the cogntion of the form ~ This
‘bears the nume cow * we will have to regard that this cogm
tion 1s not derved through the knowledge of the ongmal con-
vention but through some other means of knowledge Similarly
when the name ““ cow ”* 1s given to another ammal of the same
species that will require another means of proof since the on-
Al convention was made n reference to a different ammal of
that species AR this, however, 15 absurd  We hnow that
although the ultimate cognition takes a different form from
the ongmAl convention  yet that cogmtion 1s denved throngh
the originil cons ention and through no other means Lienso
1n the present case the hnowledgeof thename of that anmal s
demved through the words of the forester

P 74 AN QEIALTAASHY et Just as when a conven-
41on 1> made 1n regard to an ammal there 1s an mmpliat
understanding between the speaker and the hearer that the
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name applics to all ammals of the same species cven so m
the present case there 1v the implication that an amtmal
that resembles a cow bears that particular name

I 7 g7—1i howeier an objection to this view s rawsed
on the ground that there can be no connection of name and
object sigmified by the name until the latter 1s actually per
cencd we reply that it 15 not mecessary that this connec
tion of name and object requires the perceptive knowledge of
the object for we know that although Shakra 1s unpcrcened
by us yet we know the connection between the name Shakra
and the G Shakra  Although therclote at the time the
forester told us that a Bos Gavaeus 1s hike a caw, the
Gavaeus was unpercerved by us yet we could connect the
nmame Gavaya and the ammal Bos Gavaeus

gaRaa ete  Here comes a hard nut to crach and we
find 1n what a hopeless quandary our author finds humself 18
his anxiety to reconale the view of the Sutrakara to his oWIl
view The mgenumty that our author shows stmply amuses
us and fals to produce any convietion In Gautama Sutf?
1 13 (ROETEHENAFRYST SOmA) the Sutrakatra B3S
stated 1 umequivocal terms that there are four distct
means of proof But our author mamntamns that Upamard
15 ncluded under word even 1n the view of the Starakafd
and that we have to seek some deeper motnve of the Sitr2
hara m this separate mention or Upamina He argues from
analogy e hnow that T9r and are mcluded
under Ao and fAAZEE respectnely and yet we find the®
scparately mentioned a mdependent categories 1 the first
Sutr1  Does it mean then that they are distmet from S#IT
and e ? Obviowly not  They are mentioned scP?
rately oving to their importance Similarly Upamana 15
mentioned by Gautama with some special motives  And 1t
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15 thty that at serves as an ilustration to establish the validity
of verbal anthonty

P 75 gag —The objector then asks I that were
seally the motive of the Sutrahara 1s 1t not natural to ex
pct Gautama to mahe use of 1t 1n his answer to the polemic
of the Buddhas agunst the vahdity of verbal authority ?
This pont however s not answered by our author But
he considers o different objection  {Tor the argument of
the Buddhn and the defence of Gautama v1de commentary
under P )

etc  Some say that verbal testimony 15 merely

comoboratory of the hnowledge that 15 denived through
Terception and mference and n stself 1t 15 not mfallible
If howuver 3t 1s sad that verbal testimony 15 of use where
pereeption and mference faill that 15 impossible since hnow
fedge through word pre supposes the knowledge of the con
nection of a word 13 the name and the object 1s the thing
sigmficd by such 1 name which connection 1s hard to establish
where the objectatself1s not hnown either through pereeption
or mlerunce Tor mstance when we say  fire  the hnowledge
of firers aleendy gamed by s through perception or mference
(a3 1 the c1ce of the inf of fire on the on
observing smoke) 1nd therefore the word fire  does not con
vy any new knowledge but simply corroborates what s
Pruriously known to us  And secondly the word fire coutd
sigmiy to us a particulr abject because we hnow the of ject
and we hnow the conyention tht a particular word sigrifes
that obpct  But the word % cannot consey any hnow
Jedye wnce no conncction 15 known to us as the ot ject sl
15 unperauived

@ 927 ete It be saud that the comy ntinss known to
s through the word <uch a statement 18 dilemmatic, Ords
nanly the hnowledge of an ebject 13 the cawse of the conven
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tion on the word and the knowledge of this convention en
word 15 the causc of the knowledge of an object through that
word Here howerer both the knowledge of object and the
knowledge of conventson depend upon word which s absurd
since 1t involves 2 mutual dependence Thus 1n this case
the knowledge of convention on a word depends upon the
knowledge of the object through that word and the know
ledge of object through word depends upon the knowledge
of convention on the word s ¢ a cause 15 the effect of ats
effect and an effect 15 the cause of 1ts cause | (@@ & T
o o AR mawwe | Ewed N R o W
AR TA T T SRS

JMAYCIEG—A sentence cannot establish the relation of name
and object signified by such a name since 1t commumicates
the knowledge of the relation between the senses of words
sigmiymg known objects

P 76 sRRERIEH—To refute this view the Sutrakar
has enumerated separately Upamana by way of an dllustra
ton Just as the relation of a name and thing signified by that
name 1s established by a sentence expressing compafison
through the semblance of the unknown object (Gavayy) t0
a fanubiar object (the cow) even so 1n the case of objects that
are beyond perception and inference 1t 15 possible to osta
blish the relation of name and thing sigmfied by such a pume
through some s1gn or other

A Gavaya 1s unknown to us yet through the words of 2
rehiable man who has pomted ont to us that a Gavaya 15
Iike a cow 1t 13 possible for us to fashion a Gavaga m oUf
1magtnation and thus establish the relation of name and thing
signified by the name between Gavaya and the magned
?b)cct . even so‘m the case of the word Indra 1t 1s possible

for our 1magination to shape a God thra: or
ather (that he 15 thuuszndiey ed or u::f ;:ih,s i;?ele::li: of
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the heavenly host) and thus establish the relation of name
and thing sigmfied by that name between the word * Indra”
and the god *Indra’ that our shapmng fancy has for us
created. It cannot, thersfore, be saxd that 1t 1s hard to con-
cawve of objects that are beyond perception and mference, or
that words are meaningless 1f they signify such objects

g §—As to the mqury whether Upamana 1s vahd
or otherwise, our view 1s that 1t 1s made to show that analogy
1 vahd ke presumption and that hike 1t, 1t s included
the means of hnowledge and 1s not distinct from them

In Gautama Siitra 2-1-42 (vide commentary) the view 1s
expressed that Upamina 1s not vahd and immediately after,
this view 1s shown to be incomrect. But thus, our auther,
says, does not mean that the Sutrakdra regards Upamina as
distnet from other means of hnowledge Does mot the
Sttrakara defend presumption as valid agunst objections ?
And yot he has dustinctly stated that 1t 15 included undm; m-
ference (M1 @ AR T2 YRAFATAIRITIRE WTaRT
FETRTTFAFIECOTATITIOEY ) even so ot Upamana

sptaEg~But says the objector the Sutrahira has ex-
pressed the view of some that Upamima 15 ncluded under
inference and has refuted the view and shown that Upamana
15 distinet from nference (vide commentary) , thes o doubt
s true  The Satras ebject ta the mclusion of Upimira
under micrence, but nowhere has the Satrahdra shown any
objections to its jnclusion under verbal testimeny ¢

TR —Why does then the SatrahZra tefer to the

Pmmqﬁn:\ﬂasfnur w number ? (0 AT, ST ﬁ'ﬂ‘g ete,} that
is because he wants tomuntan that there are not five or more
means of hnowledge. Yor since as shown by us, there are
strong reasons to regard Upamana as included under word,
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rthe Sutrakara could not have referred to the Pramanas 2s
four with a view to show that they are not three!
P. 97 PramfA——=If that were true, why docs not the
Sutrakara say that 1n s view there are only three Framanas?
7 | sieT—DBut says our author that 1s the way with our
Sutrakara—that i some places he has not taken carc to state
carefully s own view! Thus m the refutation of the idea
of the whole by the alternatwes of the whole and the part,
the Sytrakara has not carefully expressed his view
The reference hete 15 to Gautama Satra 4 2-7 TRRAIEN
ARTFIEFTNE 1| The whole cannot exist since the
parts cannot reside m 1t either as a whole or partally The
Buddhst opponent asserts that 1t 15 not possible to maiR
tam the realty and distinct character of a whole Thus he
asks  docs a part reside i the whole in 1ts totahty? or, Does 1t
teside in the whole partially ? A part does not occupy the
whole 1 1ts totality because of the difference of their dimen~
sions, and also because 1n that case 1t wilt Jose all connechion
with other parts  (If one part occupres the whole as a whole
then there wilk be no space left for the other partsof a whole
and hence there will be no mutual connection of parts )
Secondly, 1f a part occupres the whole only partually, that
would mean that the whole atself has parts “fhere will be
thetefore the further questions whether these parts of {h¢
whale are different from the Avay avas or identical wath them ?
If the latter then 1t would mean that the Avayavas reside O
themselves shuch 15 absared , 1f the former then there would
be an ad nfimtum regress, for 1t would be asked do these
patts of the whole reside m the whols 1n ats totality or oaly
p:x::;‘:(y ?f ;f the first there will be no mutual connection
o 57 if the second then the whole a will have parts
.a:d there Will be the further al(emanveg:‘? the parts beng
Adentscal with these latter parts or ther being separate from
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‘these latter  In this way there would be Anavastha Both
“ways therefore the :dea of a whole cannot be mamntained
“The wnswer gven 15 that a whole 15 something over and
above ats parts which stands to 1t not i a spatial relihon
but m a umque relation of inherence
%Ilﬁvﬁtﬁ—l’resumpuon 35 regarded by the Mimimoahas
A a separate means of hnowledge The nature of presmp-
tion hies 1n the assumption of a fact to reconcile an appa
Tent inconsistency between two equally certamn facts i the
stock instance ¥R 39%M KA1 9 S we find that  there 15
a discrepancy  between  the  fatness of the man and e
abstaming from food by d1y  so that since both are true
the discrepancy between them must be an apparent onc nd
15 to b reconailed by the presumption that the man takes
food by mght (HRARIITI ALY Wrd F979) The Nyaya
on the other hand mecludes presumption in the purels negy
tive inference but the MimImsa could not accept ths view
since 1t totally rejected the purely negatue form of inference
ctc Hence the ambor says that  presumption
1s inctuded tn nference since here  fact ts assumed by feason
“of invanible conconutance
etc  To say that 1t 15 athermise inconsitent
15 tintamdunt to saying thataf the fact 1s granted st will bo
all nght, and this 15 no ether than mmvanble concomitance
“Thus 1n the stock instance when 1t 15 sud TEMITHALT Fh-
o ST 3t 35 equal to syng lFEEEIERT S
1 ¢ T g Parspm? afy ot mmoow aftaing shich s
clearhy &
% ETRESTRLE etc To this the epponent would <ay that
n thoso cases where this relaton of imvanable connection ks
g0t realized to be of a general character Presumption will
have tobe emploved as for instance, inthe caseof the totality
ol causes of fn the ease of an obstn.cting arcumstance  The
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the present mstance and not the absence of a jar) we reply
that that 1s not true
¥9iiiftad etc  for as n the case of colour so i the pre-
sent case there 15 nothing contradictery to the supposition
that the activity of the sense can be extended to the percep-
tion of the absence as well \When we perccive a jar we also
percaive 1ts colour , stze, generality, et Thus the actimty
of sense 15 not exhausted m the pexception of an object, but
can be further extended to the perception of its attmbutes,
even so 1 the present case the activaty of sense gives us the
kuowledge of the partrcular spot of ground as also of the
attrabute of the spot, and Abhdyva being an atrmibute of the
spot of ground 1s thus known by sense  The commentator has
gven a fine example to contradict the view that the activaty
of sense cannot be of use 1n the perception of Abhiva  When
we lormulate the judgment  the flower has no smeil * (ﬁ’ﬁ?ﬂ
FHAH, } obviowsly the actinty of the sense of smell could not
be directed to the percephion of smcll as in fact there 15 ro
smell, this 15 therefore planly a casc where the retivaty of
sense 1> directed to the perception of Abh3va and nothing
else
&EIPIET etc As already ponted out the follower of
Kumarila would say that the absence of - jar could not be
the object of direct perception for want of any connection
between sense and the abhavs of the jar
ﬁ!:imﬁ"'}(lw ;; The Nyaya angwer 35, that the reason
argtd viz the absence of any relation {FiapmE) s not ad
misable to both the pa.mesyor techm;ﬂy 1t l)s
Haaram does not contradict oursiew, foreycn the Mimem
sakas have accepted that TEITIE docs not prevent the cof
mition of €1 The school of Kumanla demses inberencés
so that the different modes of contact are reduced tn M
school to sumple conpitaction (qm) and dennity with what



Pan 3] NOTES 83

1am conjunchion  The jar 15 1n contact with the yu 1nd
“hence the knowledge of jar 15 denved through this connec
tion, the colour of the jar, however 15 not 1 contict with the
eye and yet sts knowledge 1 demved through (WgsTIRET)
1ts identity wath the jur that 1510 conjunction wath the sense
Thus though there 15 absence of wmy relation hetween W2ES
and the eye, yet thus docs not prevent the knowledge of
qT&Y through the sense  Even so though therc 1s no rela
tion betneen g2 wnd the ey jet ths s no teason
why the knowledge of the former Vo dumned through
the latter
ote Just as i the Vimanka view  EEGYY)
the reltion of capability 1s to be anferred from the dimect
perception of colour etc even o our view we hive con
cened af the relation of FFWANTT  As lready  pomted
out, since the Mimamsahas of this schoo! rejected the dac
tnne of mherence they could not peint out what connection
there was between 1 jar and ity olour wid therefore they
sard that i the colour of ir th re 1 the wapibility of 1y
being percetved by the oye just as therfore they hrive et
up this fietitions relation of FTFAT between YR and the eye
&1 en so there 1s no reason why the Nyya view  of a g%
fRmorin should net clatm simifar constderation
P So wirtote it sud thit the relabon of subjeet
and predicate (or the quilifir wd the qutificd) 1s nconcery
able1n the absence of either contict or inherence we seply
4hat 1t is not truc since this telation 1> established through
the quabficd eogmtion ‘The opporunt «ays that since there
1» naither contact nor nheruace between ST nd e the
rehition of the quahifier and the qualified s meoncawble he
answer s thatatas not necensary for this retition that the two
ohjects between which 3t exnts shoold be 1 contact or e
“hbrence , We have qualificd cognitions ol the form ﬁm SY
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ete. and yet the person 1s not 1n contact with his Jane of
ntherent in them

FRREITFIPY efc Tridition 15 an asserbon which has
come from one to another without indication of the source
from which 1t first origmated , tins however 1a to be included
1a Agama, <o also gesture, suce 1t conveys the intentions of
a person through the foree of consentions of dramaturgy and
suntlr arts -

P 81 3999 et¢c A Prameya 1s onc the knowledge of
winch directly feads to emanapation without being of use
fur the acquisition of any other kind of knowledge Thus it
1> distinguished from the Pramanas for the hnowledge of
the Pramanas 1s ancil'ary to nght knowledge which leads to
Moksha , theyare therefore ntermediary means of Moksha,
while the hnowledze of Prameya 15 durectly nstrumental
11 the attamment of that supreme end

TUGEI, —The commentator says that the twelve vam
cties of Prameya m the Gautwna Sutris are reduced to
foarfold dision = enly 1n that way sts knowledge leads to
Moksha  The truth seems to b that in this and the following
section our author <hows 1 strong precilection for the Yoge
aud faith 1n the dactanes of that school

XA ete What = to be shunned 1s pam not yet
come  smce what has been w past and what 1s, 15 incapable
of bewng avorded 1t 15 onlv pmn not yet come that 15 to be
shunned

T etc  The qzfigar—the ohjccts are dvided 1t
st kinds according as they become the objects of the w1
sunses , simalarly cogmtions @) are also divided mnter
sux kands correspordy £ to the six senses throngh which they
are derived

I sz ﬁ‘és!"-:ﬁ;«'fc ete Plasurg 15 pan by close contict
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withpam @ fFdER—The cunse of this pam ats specu-
1fic cause 18 1gnornce desire menit ind dement

g TN ST inclades FEAT or mpressions for as the
commentator remarks we hear that though 1 the state of
dissolntion (prilaya) there 15 no fubse knowledge yet after
Wwards 4 soul Ty erts to hife agmn which 15 rooted 1 ygnoranee. ,
the obvious explanition t» therefore that though m pralaya
there 15 no fake knowledge yot there are the impressions of
falye hnowledge which become the source of Iifi. 2fter pralay

P 83 —The cessation of misery should be absolute
so that the soul would not come at 2y time wd m Wy way
n contrct with pan

84 aawgARTE etc  Ibe absolute sef 1 the Inghest,

possessed of all powers not subject to the imitations df Swm
sirh the ommiscient Maheshwar the creator of the who'e
amverse

Qi faay ete The subject under consideration (fraga-
Rag) must bave w mteihgent agent because 1t was nought
and his now come 1nto cxistence like a prece of cloth 8-

R or the second reading mma.—rim —means
that the agent must be intelligent must have knowledge of
the mewns We are proving that God 1s the wrtificer he
must know the proper instruments and matenal to be used

P 8§ QEFGAR: ctc~By the p ~rgun ent we have
proved m ¢ general way that every product has an ntelh
gent agent  The argument 15 perfectly faultless wnd s such
there 1 no gunsaying it Then by ehmimatign and by the
pecubinr character of the work we prowe the cwistence of 2
supreme 1gent, 1s for instance  through the peculiar charac-
ter of 1 work such s panting we mfer that there must be
vome 1gent who 15 far above the common

By the process of ehmination we excludu the insensate, the
wgnomat and t_ . embodied from being sueh an artificier,
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heace the creator of the unnerse i one who 15 intelligents
ommiscient and withent body  The commentator has met
the wstal objection that the syllogism does not prove the
result A potter 1n addition to the hnowledge of hus matenal,
s destre and lus action must have a body to brng 2bout
the rwoult and so God too must have a body which 15 con—
trary toour observation  The commentator has giver sereral
argoments and has shown that the real pomt in question
ts tot the merL possession of body but sather the know-
ledge of and the power to nse mstruments to bring about &
result which an unembodied Lewng does possess
6 *rrceRe otc  The lower seff 1s the enjayer of the
fruits of this transcrent life
T ®g cic It 15 to bo mfurred on the necessity that
cognition nd such libo (¢ ¢ pleasure pain, destre, AVCIsion
olition) bewng products require a substrate, this the body
cannot be nor the senses as w. shall show , and therefore the
soul & to be regarded as the wcat of consciousness and such
Jike qualities
T A cte The scnse org ws cannot be thesybstrate, for
1 that cise 1f a sense organ Lo destroyed we shall not e
the recollection of the thing (wpencnced by its ad, this 15
howeyer 10t truy to facts o blind man docs recollect objects
scen bufore he was strseh bhind
SRR ete Tpenience teaches us that an object Per”
cerved by ong will not be remembered by another  1f 1t b8
sud that even though one sunse-organ 1s mutilated there are
yet other serse organs ard therefore remembrance of a7
object percennad by the mutslated sense-organ 1s possible, O
seply that this 15 contraty to expemence The perceptioR
of an object and 1ts remembrance must have the same subs
trate It 15 ampossible that the eye percerves and the €37
or any other sense-organ remembers ¢
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P 87 & u3 Inthesame way—the fact of remembrance
goes against the wiew that 15 a mere f
of the body stnce the body 13 continually changmg from
fancy to boyhood and from bo,hood to manhood If the
bods 15 the substratum of cogmtions how on this suppos:
tion can a man remember m youth what he saw i his infancy,
for hus body 15 completely changed ?

RaA7~—Ths alse dispros es the claim that an object known by
@ prior cognition 15 remembered by a subsequent cogmtion
since they are related as cause and effect for even though
they are so related they are yet distinct Otherwise a son
should know the expenences of tus father or a discaple those
of is Guru' The doctrine of the Buddhusts is that there
15 nothing Uhe soul (haurdtmya) and that cogmtion 18
momentary and self cognizing Ve have thus a fleeting
seres of suth cognitions related one to the other as cause and
effect hence the unifornuty of onr expenience This view
however asshown above 1s contradicted by memory

FYA T&at ete The Buddhist points out that the guah
tes of the effect are derned from the guahties of the cause
As 1 the mnstance of the crimson colour of the cotton when a
cotton seed 15 smeared 1n a crimson colour we find that the
cotton from that seed also gets that colour even so since a
prigr cognitton and a subsequent one are related to each other
by caustl sequence 1t 15 possible that expenence gamned m a
prior cogmtion 1S transferred to a subsequent one and n
this way there 1s nothing contmry in the supposition that a

N ¢ 1 bers what 1s hnown by a prior

q 3
cogmition
e ete This however 15 of no aval since the n
stance docs not prove your case nor serves to confute the
Nyaya standpoint
FFATTIAAI ete There 13 neither positive nor negative con
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comifance mor have you shown fallacies like asiddha m the
Nyaya argument Here by lus usual logical subtlety vur
author exposcs the weakness of the Buddhist argument 9
S TR T | FEBRIATIIRIT | FY TSaTE |
In this argument the instance that 1s given 15 quite beside the
marksince the Am ayavyaptt T A FTERROAT g T Serl
15 not lustrated by such an mstance  for obviously memory
the sadhyan the argument cannot belong to the redness of
cotton and thus this 15 a ¥ARTE IIRIOMATE  Besides
both hinds of vyapt: cannot be shown to be vald there 15
10 mvanable connection between a cansal sequence (T
W) and memory or between thewr negatrons  Sumilarly
the Nyaya posttion TIRTRAIRITELT ST | A
@M, | 15 not shown to be untenable by means of this fam:
liar wmstance  Yor the reason SRy 15 not shown to
be tarcal or to be fallactous 1 any way

P 83 7 4 FAWSA etc Nor <an the redness of thy seed be
transferred to 1ts fruit as it canmot be transfersed to any
other tree on the theory of absolute destruction  According
to the Buddhist view )l objects last for but one moment
and arc immediately destroyed—the destruction hemng
absolute  When therefore the cotfon-seed grew to a cottont
tree the sced was absolutely destroyed and along with it ats
redness so that the cotton fruit cannot be red Tuen the
Iaw of causality cannot be held since on the theory of 1bso-
lute destruction a cause 15 completely destroyed and the
only does an cffect come mnto cvistence, how therfore can
there be ciusal contihmity between objects which are n no
way Idlated to each other?

wig etc  Thus the doctrine of momentarsnues cannot

be held  The commentator rumarks that the word Tod
refers to the argument of the Buddhists 9. €, o afTH
etc which on grounds of Teasomng 1s shown to be fallatiows o
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[ i the subject of the proposition then clearly enough
the reasan WA 15 vord or Anavadhyasita I by @€ 15
meant BOTANRT G0 then stnce a cloud 1 scen to list
Jor two moments or more the mstance of a clou? 15 void
wof the conclusion (@rmEFa)

SERET etc  Sccondly this doctnne 15 contradieted oy
berception also as when a crystal 15 recogmzed as the same
‘that one had seen formerly ~The recogmtion of the crystal
bead as being the same crystal bead will not be posstble on
the supposition of 1fs me
Pages 88 89 walandfag etc  Ifat be argued that this

Tecogmition 1s erroneous hike the recogmtion of a lamp flame
as being the same lamp fame we reply that cven though the
recognition of < lunp-flame 15 erroneous yet that does not
prove that the recognition of a crystl bead Also 1s erroneous ,
for then 1t would mean that when any on. perception 18
shown to be crroneous all other perceptions are erroncous
which 15 absurd
A lamp flime 15 changing every momsnt smee s the
Natyaythn ponts out the canse of the lamp flame the wich
and o 15 every moment changing  Thus the recogmtion
that the same lamp 15 burmng for an hour or so 15 clearly
erroncous  But to argue that beciuse one recogmition 15
shown to be erroneous therefore wny other recogmtien 15
erroneous 15 1ot retsonable
7—Bes:des recogmbion t<elf 15 1mpossible on
your theory since similanty being momentary the very cause
of error 15 wanting  You prove that the recogmtion of the
erystal 1s erroncots like the recognttion of 1 hmp  Bat how
can 30U talk of an erroneous recogmtion ?  All recogmtions
yest upon the hleness of two objects  but since Lkences pteelf
15 momentary how s 1t possible for you to sas that one ‘ob-
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ject 15 like another » Thuos even in the mstance of a lamp-.
flame you cannat talk of an erroncons recogmtion swnce the
very root of thus ertor (hikeness) 1s non-existent, save at the
sk of des tation from the tenet of your school (gRYET
figraefy )

FAEHTY A=A ete According to Nyaya the fact of instnct
confitms the Inlbief 1n a past buth  how untaught can a new
bora chuld know sucking or jov or pain or fear or crying ex
cept on the suppestion that these are rermmscences of &
previous birth and indicate that the child remembers expe
riences of 1ts past 7 The self therefore 15 ctenal  the body
of mat i the fruit of previous ment or demerst and ths
makes fiecs afy a series of embodiments of the self , for see
1t 12 meoncers ble that exther the body o the ment and de-
merat ate uncuved we have to grant that here 15 an endless
chun of cause And effect as i the senes of sced and shoot
({irgFerma) The soul therefore is compelled to transmgrate
but 1 on~ and etemal through all this fux of barth and e
burth  In tinet proves that though the bods 1s destroyed yet
experiences ke their impressions on the self as impuhes
and potentialitics of our nature

NRIGUNT ctc The all penading character of the sell B
establt lnd on thest grounds ment and other qualities Ik
gravity requirc conjunction witl  ther sulwtrate before they
coull be the spring of action 10 wind and such other objects
and sccondh the Yogn that 1 possesied  of the eght
Siddhis amma ete 1+ hnown  to occupy countless bodies
at ont tme wlieh 15 wnconcens able except on the all pnt
sive character of the =it

The grassts of a frost acts upon layer of dust on the
frut becawse the layer 15 1n contact wyth the fruit even 0
a pleasant breeze of wind eannot be caased by the mentt of
& peron except o the assumption that the self of the pero?
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wnd wind ar, m contact  According to Nyaya every object
which s the source of pam or pleasure to a person becomes so
by the ment or dement that iheres m his self  How can
these menit and dement which dwell 1 the self @s its attnt
butes act uponan extraneous object ? Thegravityof afruit acts
upon the frut and not on any other object if howeser an-
ather object like the layer of Qust 1s n contact with the frmt,
then the gravity of the frust will act upon the layer of dust
also Similarly the mertt wnd the dement of the self-can act
upon  extrancous oojects if the self 1 1 cortact with all
rewlity and hence pervastve

P 9o @ dqmAfRfT etc  The author lays stress upon
the ricogmsed hinds of Yogic practices which destroy pam
nd actions and lead to Samadha

P o1 a@@raF etc Yoga (the prictical part of concen
tration) 1s <elf morttfication  self recitation and abstract
meditation on the Lord

3aaq etc  The words of the Sutra are disturbed here
dehberately to swit the context It 1s for the purpose of ex
tenuating pun and for the attainment of concentration

WAAR otc ~Tapas 1s the power to bear pam of all kind
that helps 1n purging away nfatuntion and deswre and such
other cvils pam of all hinds ¢ ¢ the spfydifys
And the STRERT

P gz ®ATeT ~In bnef according to Yoga Sutra (2 3)
ther, are hive kmds of afflictions but our author gives only
thre lands and inciudes the other two in the three that he
s given hence GAER  vide commentary for details

qur aafaw cte The following exght e the ads to Yoga
restrant  rehgious obsersances  postures  suppression of
breath  abstrachon attention contemplation and medta-

tion
P o3 33T B are those like hasml
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contumence, non-stealing which lead to the punficabon and
enhghtenment of a person and whach hve no regarq to time
ror place or condition
et¢  Religious obscrvances are peculiar acls
that lead to nighieousness and have regard to time and place
and arcurstance, ke going round (s deaty} the twilight
Jprayers wd holy nuttenngs  Our author differs frem  the
Author of the Yoga Shtra for which vade com nentary
SO ot¢ —~Restramt of the breath is the cotung short of
-of breath and consiste of expiration 1nsprration and tetention
P 9y =@R—Abstraction consiste 1 withdraymg the
amind from all objects that hinder concenfration
9Rem—~Fixing th> sund on a place 15 attentipn  On
aplacc s ¢ atthe aircle of the navel or on the orh of the
Sun ete
=Af~—Contemplation consists of the concentrapon of
dhe avdatanding or She aljent of covkampletan sz shat
place
qfy —The same 1s concentration 1 which there
knowledge of the bare cwstence of the obect of contempla
4ien without consciousness of 1ts real nature  There 15 know
ledge of the object but without distinetion of subyect and
object
P g3 erdteri—Our author does not seem to be catis
fied with the defimtion 1n the Yoga-sutras and gues 1
«hfferent one of hus own
-—These aids to Toga should he practised  with
grent perseterance and with supreme deyotion to ahest-
wara and with an attitude of complete dispassion 1nduced by
the thought that the Brahmaloha and other hugher worlds
are franght with vanious miserses
® QA 60T ete. Somedesenbe that

1t1s theabsylyte con
«hition of the self ike the absolnte condity

on of ether 15, dssolt
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tion when all the specific qualittes of the self are destroyed.
The self has mne spearfic qualities viz. cogmition, pleasue,.
paw, desite, aversion, volition, ment, dement, impressiom
(Samskara) ; these are lost to the soul 1n that state of release.

P.g6 @l ete. Pleasure ana pam being mvanably
assoctated, 1t 15 not possible to distingwsh the one from the
other, and abandon (the Jatter)

9 gAMT etc nor do sntehigent persons endeavour ta
securt, pleasure and pleasure alons , for cxperience shows thatt
efforts are directed for the removal of pain such as that caused
by a thom The author 1 considering the VaSeshika view
af Moksha ; to the objection that if final releass 15 the state
when the self loses 1ts specific attubutes all without excep~
tion, then 1t 15 3 state that po body will desire, the Va-
Seshika answer 1s that 1t 15 wrong to suppose that men
desiee happiness and happiness alone, men are seen Striv--
ing to remove pawn of alf kind

xh{IB‘FII cte —No reasonable person will strive for such
an cnd which 1s a state of nncomsciousness as i a swoon,
This 15 the anthor’s view  If Moksha is a state of the self 1n
winch there 1s no consciousness and no joy—then no think-
ng person will humyelf sech such a consummation

@ af3—Nor 15 the example to the pont, as even the
removal of paun caused by o thorm s for the enjoyment of.
pleasure since in the presence of pain no pleasure 18 possible,

etc, The author supports hus view that final rclease 15
a state of cternal pleasurable consciousness by ciing Agama,.

P.g 515 et If the oppencnt says that 1n the above
citations the words B and smeg arc to be fahen m o
secondary sense 10 mew TEOWHE, that we contend js npt
nght since the Tteral sense of the words cannot be shown to
b incompatible I the stack instance SRFmEm we findk

that a7y cannot be taken in its hiteral sense and heneg 4re
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resott to Upachira having m view the wrasaible temper of
the person  Thus when the literal sense of words 15 shown to
be unswmiable we construe them 1n a secondary sense not
otherwise
quayAcdl etc  The opponent puts a dil . pleasure
and ats consqipusness are the attnibutes of self in that state
of release, are these attnbutes cternal or non-etemal f the
latter then when they cease to be a Mukta will come back
to mundane existence and therefore Muktiatself will be non-
eternal 1 character , if the former, then since they are eler
nal they are present 1n an unhiberated self as in the hburated
one and there will thus be scarcely any difference between
the state of release and the state of bondnge to hife
dz efc  The answer 1s that plersure and sts  con>
ate eternal 1n ch but in Smsira there are
present demenit and pain that obstruet the relation of subject
and object (RaFRaRMM) between consciomsness and  plea
sure 1 the same way m which a wall obstructs that ~ame 1u
lation between the eye and the yar
Just as the knowledge of a jar becomes mpossible even
though the jar and the eye are existing when they are 1
terpased by a wall so that connection between them 1> severed
even so though consioustess {the subject) and pleasure (the
abject) are eternal yet the requisite connection between thettt
15 suvered bydemerit and pamete and hence there ty no cobs
«iousness of pleasure 1 Samsira  The word Vishaya, Vishatt
are loosely used by our author thus i the Drstanta the
Vishaya 15 the jat and the Vishayi is the oye {the wstrument
of knowledge) while 1n the case of pleasure and 1ts conseious
ness, the former 15 the Vishaya and the latter {+ e conserous
wess-or knowledge itself) 1s the Vishayy  The paint 1s that
Samsfirathe Vishayapl dthe Vishay)
not related and therefore there 1y no consciousness of pleasure
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HOIET etc  The objector further ruses the question the
3 Telation of subject and obyect between Samvedana nd Sukha
15 on your own statement g relation that comes tnto es-
tence m final iberation  and 1t 15 this relation that makes all
the difference between Samsara and Molshn  But smce
this relation 1s a product (74} 1t 18 natural to suppose that
1t may have an end some time or other so that when this re
lation of subject and object between Samvedana and Sukha 15
lost thete will be an end of the state of release and the soul
will again revert to this life of tronbled strivings
T 3T etc The answer 15 that admittedly this rela
tion s a product  but it 13 ¢ relation which once produced
endures eternlly  There 1s no umversal Jan that vty pro
duct has an end we hnow that RIRIWT 15 1 product wnd
yet 1t 1s never destroyed when once produced  So that the
Yeason FHEEET 15 a discrepant reson
TET s d bed as QX ~—that 1» nen
existence that has 1 begmmng but no end  When 1 jar s
broken to yieces this posterior non existence of the jar comes
1ita cxastence and this state of posterior non existence (g
Hrar) of the jar has no end  Even so the reltion of sub
ject and object between Sami edana and Sukha hns no donbt 4
hegmning 1 Moksha but has no end
@@ Wl ete The Vmbeshiha persists n contendng that
the relation of subject nd object bang 1 product will penish
This relation 1s postine and therefore  though e
could be pointed out as n: exzp"‘ml ta the P:(';:?ﬁw ﬁ:ﬁ
frantira ¢t when the rule 18 modified as under
::?:; mz.—,q?a%wt wx W Raiem shen o eveep-
tion can be pomted out that imahdates the above rule
The RYgRIREAT between pleasure and consciousness of 1t
1s a Vastu and comes under the above rule hence 1t 1s non-
cternal
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P 8 7 z=nfdy etc. The answer 35 that can hatdly be,
since this relation (AIRNETHas) does not fall under the
six positive categories The answer 15 most ingentous and
rests upon a techmeal subllety  Our author wants to show
that the relation of pleasure and 1ts consclousness as—Vishaya
and Vishay1 15 an eternal relation so that when once produced
1t abides eternally m the soul and precludes the posstbility
of the Souls agan reverting to Samsara Admittedly the
rule that every positne product 1s penshable holds good
under all circumstances  but what grounds have you to say
that this relation 1s posttinve 1n charicter It 1s not a Vastu
Tor 1t 1s not included n the first six categones  substance
quality activity generility particulanty and inherence

H‘{"ﬂlﬁi gretc If however this telation of subject and
object comes under the first st categories then such a suppast-
tron wall render imposstble any relation betsieen titherence and
such & ¢ non-eustence) nd ther Anowledge It s a#
accupted doctnne of the Syneretist school that all things 1
th world fall under sey.en categones the six posstne and one
negitive  The former alreidy mentioned are arranged oft
the prinaple of Adhara and Adheya thus the first Dravya
can become the substrate of all the remaiming categories o
the second quahity 15 found residing only s, Dravya and not
cn 1tself or on any of the succeeding categories, st alarly
the third Activity s found 1in Dravya and pot reaiding on
1tsolf or any of the succeeding  a Generahty resides 1 the
first three categories and not on stself or on the succeeding
categories  particulanhy resdes m Dr:w}a (n the ate.
and the other five etermil Substanes) and net on Samat3y3

which follows 1t and  SamarvZva s found 1 the preceding fio
cutegories and nevertresides on itselfl  The e to be O
duced from this 13 that a category ressdes on one or more of
thow categones which e provious o 1t sn {he enumertioR
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and never on the succending one and also excepting Dravya
mever on atself ¢ ¢ o quality never resides on quakty a
Generality on Generality or SamavEya on Samaviya ete

how we know tHat all these categories are hnowable thatis
they become the Yishaya of hnovledge (@i the Vishawy)
Thus the Vishaya Vishay i relation is a relatron which resides
on all the six categores It therefore cannot be Dravya
which does not resides 1n any of the succesding categones
Whereas ths relation resides on afl v nor can this refation
be Guna or harma or Samavaya or Videsha for the same rea
Son that all these categones reside on one or mote of those
that precede and not on those that follon  Nor can this be
Samavaya bocanse 1f 1t fell under Samavara then i that
€ase 1t would not reside on 3t bt we know that the Vishaya
\1shay1 relation resides on Samavaya smce Samaviya itself
becomes the Vishya of the Vishay: knowledge Thus this
telation does not fall under the s positive categones and
hence 1t 15 not & Vastu or Bhava

wzmfy et The apponent now shifts the pont of objec
tion n object becomes the cause of the act (the act of know
mg) through ment and dement and the hnowledge thus
produced becornes the subject (Vishay)

The opponent here shows that the relation of subject and
object depends upon Adréta and therefore 1s a relation which
will last only so long as AdrSta evsts, and will pensh when
the Jatter perishes  Adnista 1s the unseen principle compns
g menit wnd dement which monld mans destiny  final
release (Molshn) kes i the separation of the self and the
body without entermg another body m the absence of merit
and demertt which would produce a subsequent embodiment
In Mohsha therefore mernt and dement cease to be, and
consequently A o this relation of subject and object <o that »

there will be oo con ¢ onsness of pleasure i th t sta
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telease but only absolute cessation of pam  ({§ @=FFAMT Q’
dg W)

F PRSI ete. 1f that 1s the case then the Lno“]edge
possessed by God, which 15 eternal, will have no relation
with objects If an object becomes the Vishaya of hnow
Jedge throuch Admsta then smce God bas no Adréia 3t will
not be posstble that any object willhase connection with the
knowledge possessed by God, so that God will mot haie
knowledge of objects and God will not be ommsclent which
15 clearly absurd.

TEOFRER efc  From all this 1t 15 clear that spite of
s being a product, tlus permanent relation of pleasure an
s conscionsness 15, for want of any cause of 1ts destruction,
an eternd relation  Hence Moksha 1s the absolute cessatior
of pam charactensed by the eternal consciousness of pleassre



